
           
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431 THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL HOLD AN OPEN MEETING IN THE
SUPERVISORS’ AUDITORIUM, 1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA. ONE OR MORE BOARD MEMBERS MAY
PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING BY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALL OR BY INTERACTIVE TELEVISION VIDEO (ITV). ANY
MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC IS WELCOME TO ATTEND THE MEETING VIA ITV WHICH IS HELD AT 610 E. HIGHWAY 260,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ CONFERENCE ROOM, PAYSON, ARIZONA. THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS:

REGULAR MEETING - TUESDAY, DECEMBER 6, 2011 - 10 A.M.
           

1 Call to Order - Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation  
 

2 PRESENTATIONS:  
 

A Public recognition of 4 employees for November's "Spotlight on Employees"
Program, as follows: Sharon Listiak, Ramon Hernandez, Ted "Lynn" Durst and
Matthew Waddell.   (Erica Raymond)

 

3 REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 

A Information/Discussion/Action to approve Subgrantee Agreement No.
11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888303-01 entitled "Gila County Communications Center
Tower Project" in the amount of $50,000 between the Arizona Department of
Homeland Security and the Gila County Sheriff's Office.  (Adam Shepherd)

 

B Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Request
for Bids No. 103111-1 for the Sheriff's Office Tower Installation and Radio
Equipment Relocation Project.  (Adam Shepherd)

 

C Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Invitation for
Bids No. 110111-1 for the purchase of one or more new 10-wheel dump trucks
to be used by the Consolidated Roads Department.  (Steve Stratton)

 

D Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Invitation for
Bids No. 092111-1 for the purchase of CRS-2 chip seal oil for Gila County road
repair and maintenance.  (Steve Stratton)

 

E Information/Discussion/Action to approve a Power Purchase Agreement
between Tioga Solar Gila, LLC and Gila County at the Central Heights Complex
whereby Tioga will provide for privately owned solar photo-voltaic energy
generating systems to Gila County in the amount of $0.077 per kWh for a 20
year term.  (Steve Stratton)

 

F Information/Discussion/Action to approve Amendment E to the Copper
Mountain Inn, Inc. Lease Agreement whereby the County leases office space at
1100 Monroe Street, Globe, Arizona, in the monthly amount of $12,176.51. 
(Steve Stratton)

 

G Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the County Manager's letter of

  

  



G Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the County Manager's letter of
November 23 exercising the thirty-day termination clause in Contract No.
070111-1 between Gila County and G. B. Home Cleaning for janitorial services
in County facilities in Globe, Arizona.  Pursuant to A.R.S.§ 38-431.03(A)(3), the
Board of Supervisors may vote to go into executive session to obtain legal
advice from its attorney.  (Joe Heatherly)

 

4 CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  
 

A Approval of Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02 between the
Governor's Office of Energy Policy and the Gila County Division of Community
Services, Weatherization Program, revising portions of Paragraph 32 of the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Contract to stipulate that
ARRA-funded client eligibility remains at 200% of the Federal Poverty
Guidelines Income.

 

B Approval of Amendment No. 1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No.
HG161095) between Gila County and the Arizona Department of Health
Services to continue to provide injury prevention services and allow the
changes needed to the contract.

 

C Acceptance of an Amendment to a contract between Gila County and University
Physicians Healthcare for required contract changes as outlined in Exhibit
5-Subcontract Provision that takes effect on October 1, 2011.  This Contract
and Amendment allows Gila County to continue to submit for reimbursement
of administration fees for immunizations provided to AHCCCS clients.

 

D Approval of the Chairman's signature on Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
(Contract ADHS12-007886) between the Division of Health & Emergency
Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services for a period starting
August 31, 2011, and ending August 30, 2016.

 

E Authorization of the Chairman's signature on Amendment No. 1 to the Power
Purchase Agreement between Gila County and Tioga Solar Gila, LLC to lower
the energy purchase rate from $0.080 to $0.077 per kWh at the Gila County
Courthouse.

 

F Acknowledgment of the appointments of Robert Zache - term expires
December 31, 2014; Richard Dixon - term expires December 31, 2012; Mitch
Malkovich - term expires December 31, 2014; Kevin Kenney - term expires
December 31, 2014; and Mary Anne Moreno - term expires December 31,
2012, as Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Governing Board Members.

 

G Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Clerk
of the Superior Court's Office.

 

H Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Payson
Regional Constable's Office.

 

I Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Payson

  

  



I Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Payson
Regional Justice of the Peace's Office

 

J Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Globe
Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

 

K Acknowledgement of the Human Resources weekly reports for all personnel
action items approved by the County Manager for the month of November
2011, as follows: November 1, 2011, November 8, 2011, November 15, 2011,
November 22, 2011, and November 29, 2011.

 

L Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for weeks of:
November 5, 2011, through November 11, 2011
November 12, 2011, through November 18, 2011
November 19, 2011 through November 25, 2011

 

M Approval of the October 18, 2011, November 1, 2011, and November 15, 2011,
BOS meeting minutes and November 14, 2011, Board of Equalization meeting
minutes. 

 

N Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of November 22,
2011, November 29, 2011, and December 6, 2011.

 

 

5 CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public benefit to allow
individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s jurisdiction. Board
members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the
agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(G), action
taken as a result of public comment will be limited to directing staff to study
the matter, responding to criticism, or scheduling the matter for further
discussion and decision at a future date.

 

 

6 At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), members
of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may present a brief
summary of current events. No action may be taken on issues presented.

 

 

IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS
POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS. FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE
AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231.

THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE FROM THE
BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3)

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

  

  



   

ARF-978     Presentation Agenda Item      2- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Berthan
DeNero,
Human
Resources
Director

Submitted By:

Erica Raymond, Human Resources
Assistant, Human Resources

Department: Human Resources
Presenter's Name: Erica

Raymond

Information
Request/Subject
November 2011 Spotlight on Employee's Program

Background Information
The purpose of this program is to provide recognition to employees for the following
qualities: teamwork, quality, morale building, integrity, customer service and initiative.

Evaluation
N/A

Conclusion
N/A

Recommendation
To allow the Human Resources Department to publicly recognize employees for
November 2011 through the County's "Spotlight on Employees" Program.

Suggested Motion
Public recognition of 4 employees for November's "Spotlight on Employees" Program,
as follows: Sharon Listiak, Ramon Hernandez, Ted "Lynn" Durst and Matthew
Waddell.   (Erica Raymond)



Presentation Agenda Item      2- A             
Regular BOS Meeting

 

Erica Raymond, Human Resources
Assistant, Human Resources

Human Resources



   

ARF-965     Regular Agenda Item      3- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Claudia
DalMolin, Chief
Administrative
Officer

Submitted By:
Claudia DalMolin, Chief Administrative
Officer, Sheriff's Office

Department: Sheriff's Office

Fiscal Year: FY2011-2012 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

Oct. 1, 2011-Sept. 30, 2012 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

Yes Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Undersheriff Shepherd/Commander DalMolin

Information
Request/Subject
FY2011 Subgrantee Agreement No. 11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888303-01 between the
Arizona Department of Homeland Security and the Gila County Sheriff's Office

Background Information
In the latter part of 2010, the County constructed a new communications center on
the property adjacent to the old equipment shop behind the Courthouse at 1342 E
Monroe Street in Globe. The move was necessary to take advantage of State 911 grant
funds that were available to upgrade the 911 system, a project that has been
completed. As part of the move, the Sheriff's Office two-way radio equipment remained
in the old building that houses the Sheriff's Office administration as well as the
County jail at 1100 South Street. This project is proposed to install a communications
tower next to the new building and move the equipment to the new communications
center.

Evaluation
For many years the Sheriff's Office had maintained a communications center located
in the main administrative building in Globe, which included a "Public Safety
Answering Point" (or PSAP) for 911 calls and the two-way radio communications
system. In 2010, the state 911 Office made grant funds available to upgrade the 911
system, and the funds had to be utilized within a very short time frame. Due to future
plans to move Sheriff's Office administration onto the property where the Globe
equipment shop currently stands, a plan was developed by the County to construct a
new communications center at the planned site (this was done to avoid an
approximate $25,000 fee to move the 911 equipment in the future).

The County constructed the new building, the new 911 equipment was installed under



The County constructed the new building, the new 911 equipment was installed under
the grant, and the building was occupied as the new communications center for the
Sheriff's Office. Due to budget constraints on the project the two-way radio equipment
was not moved from the old location, but was connected to the new building via a
temporary wireless data connection. The link is considered temporary because it
provides a non-redundant link and creates a single point of failure for the entire
two-way radio communications system. Public safety grade communication systems
are typically built with redundant backups and do not rely on single points of failure. 

As part of the Arizona Department of Homeland Security (ADOHS) Federal fiscal year
2011 grant process, the Sheriff's Office applied for the funding to construct a new
communications tower and move the equipment to the new communications center
location. The grant was considered along with other submissions by the Eastern
Regional Advisory Committee (ERAC) and approved for funding consideration. On
October 10, 2011, the ADOHS informed the Sheriff's Office that the Grant had been
awarded.

Conclusion
The temporary wireless data link connecting the two-way radio system between the
two buildings was only meant to be in place long enough to find funding to move the
equipment to the new location. To be able to return the system to a public-safety
suitable system requires this project to be completed. The Homeland Security Grant
will allow the project to be financed at no significant cost to the County.

Recommendation
The Sheriff's Office recommends that the Board of Supervisors accept and approve the
Homeland Security Grant.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve Subgrantee Agreement No.
11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888303-01 entitled "Gila County Communications Center Tower
Project" in the amount of $50,000 between the Arizona Department of Homeland
Security and the Gila County Sheriff's Office.  (Adam Shepherd)

Attachments
Subgrantee Agreement No. 11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888303-01
Legal explanantion



























GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-960     Regular Agenda Item      3- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Adam Shepherd Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Sheriff's Office

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

1-24-12 to 1-23-13 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Adam Shepherd

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Advertise Invitation for Proposals No. 103111-1 for S.O. Tower Installation
& Radio Equipment Relocation Project

Background Information
In the latter part of 2010, the County constructed a new communications center on
the property adjacent to the old equipment shop behind the Courthouse at 1342 E
Monroe Street in Globe. The move was necessary to take advantage of State 911 grant
funds that were available to upgrade the 911 system, a project that has been
completed. As part of the move, the Sheriff’s Office two-way radio equipment remained
in the old building that houses Sheriff’s Office administration as well as the County
jail at 1100 South Street. This project is proposed to advertise for bids and select a
vendor to install a communications tower next to the new building and move the
equipment to the new communications center.

Evaluation
For many years the Sheriff’s Office had maintained a communications center located
in the main administrative building in Globe, which included a “Public Safety
Answering Point” (or PSAP) for 911 calls and the two-way radio communications
system. In 2010, the State 911 Office made grant funds available to upgrade the 911
system, and the funds had to be utilized within a very short time frame. Due to future
plans to move Sheriff’s Office administration onto the property where the Globe
equipment shop currently stands, a plan was developed by the County to construct a
new communications center at the planned site (this was done to avoid an
approximate $25,000 fee to move the 911 equipment in the future).

The County constructed the new building, the new 911 equipment was installed under



The County constructed the new building, the new 911 equipment was installed under
the grant, and the building was occupied as the new communications center for the
Sheriff’s Office. Due to budget constraints on the project the two-way radio equipment
was not moved from the old location, but was connected to the new building via a
temporary wireless data connection. The link is considered temporary because it
provides a non-redundant link and creates a single point of failure for the entire
two-way radio communications system. Public safety grade communication systems
are typically built with redundant backups and do not rely on single points of failure. 
As part of the Arizona Department of Homeland Security (ADOHS) Federal Fiscal Year
2011 Grant process, the Sheriff’s Office applied for the funding to construct a new
communications tower and move the equipment to the new communications center
location. The grant was considered along with other submissions by the Eastern
Regional Advisory Committee (ERAC) and approved for funding consideration. On
October 10, 2011, the ADOHS informed the Sheriff’s Office that the Grant had been
awarded. In an effort to select a vendor to complete this work, it is necessary to
advertise for bids.

Conclusion
The temporary wireless data link connecting the two-way radio system between the
two buildings was only meant to be in place long enough to find funding to move the
equipment to the new location. To be able to return the system to a public-safety
suitable system requires this project to be completed. The Homeland Security Grant
will allow the project to be financed at no significant cost to the County; however, due
to its complexity the project requires advertisement for bids to select a vendor.

Recommendation
The Sheriff's Office recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the request to
advertise Request for Bids No. 103111-1 for the S.O. Tower Installation and Radio
Equipment Relocation Project to the new 911 dispatch building on Monroe Street.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Request for Bids No.
103111-1 for the Sheriff's Office Tower Installation and Radio Equipment Relocation
Project.  (Adam Shepherd)

Attachments
Request to Advertise Bid No. 103111-1
Invitation for Bid No. 103111-1 
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GILA COUNTY 
PROCUREMENT GROUP 

NOTICE OF INVITATION FOR BID 
 

SOLICITATION NUMBER 
103111-1 

 

1400 E. Ash Street 
Globe,  Arizona 

85501 
 

 
BID DUE DATE:      December 29, 2011                             TIME:  2:00 PM 
  
DESCRIPTION:        S.O. Tower Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation 
 
MANDATORY SITE VISIT:      December 15, 2011    
 
Bid Opening Location:  GILA COUNTY  
    BOARD CONFERENCE ROOM #257 
    1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA  85501 
 
Bid Submittal Location:  GILA COUNTY PROCUREMENT, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ  85501 
     
 
In accordance with A.R.S. §41-2533, Invitation for Bid for the materials and services specified will be received 
by the Gila County Procurement Group at the above specified location until the time and date cited. 
 
Request for submittals after the specified date and time to the Procurement Group shall not be considered.  
To receive bid documents contact the Procurement Group at (928)402-8612. 
 
Additional instructions for preparing a bid are provided on pages 4-7 of the bid documents to Offerors as 
contained within the solicitation. 
 
The Board of Supervisors reserves the right to reject any or all bid proposals, or to accept any bid proposal, or 
to waive any informality in any bid proposal, or to withhold the award if deemed in the best interest of Gila 
County.  All procurement activities conducted by Gila County are in conformance with the rules and 
regulations of the Gila County Procurement Code.  A copy of the Code is available for review in the Deputy 
Clerk of the Board’s office, Globe, AZ. 
 
Arizona Silver Belt advertisement dates:   December 7 and 14, 2011 

 
BIDDERS ARE STRONGLY ENCOURAGED TO CAREFULLY READ THE ENTIRE SOLICITATION. 

 
 
 
Signed:  ____________________________________________________ Date:  ________________ 
  Bryan B. Chambers, Chief Deputy County Attorney 
                  for Daisy Flores, County Attorney 
 

Signed:  ____________________________________________________ Date:  ________________  
                Tommie C. Martin, Chairman, Board of Supervisors 
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BID NO.:  103111-1  

 
BIDDERS ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED 

 
1. The bidder must supply all the information required by the bidding documents or specifications.  All 

proposals shall be made on the bid proposal forms prepared by Gila County as part of the Contract 
Documents.  The proposal must include the following forms, all with original signatures, must 
accompany the bidders proposal: 

 
 Qualification & Certification Form (Item No. 5 information included) 
 Price Sheet  
 Reference List 
 Intentions Concerning Subcontracting  
 Affidavit of No Collusion 
 Legal AZ Workers Act Compliance  
 Surety (Bid) Bond 
 Bidders Checklist & Addenda Acknowledgment 
 Offer Page 

 
Failure to include all required documents, all with original signatures, may invalidate the bid.  
Prices shall include all applicable taxes.   

 
2. Proposal Guaranty -Proposals shall be accompanied by a certified check, cashier's check or bid bond 

for 10 percent (10%) of the total contract price bid. 
 
3. Delivery of Proposal - Each bid shall be sealed and plainly marked "Bid No. 103111-1 S.O. Tower 

Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation", on the outer most envelope or label.  If courier is used, 
bidder shall instruct the courier to deliver the package by Thursday, December 29th, 2011, 2:00 p.m. 
on the date specified herein, to the Gila County Procurement Group at 1400 East Ash, Globe, Arizona 
85501.  No bids will be accepted after 2:00 PM, December 29th, 2011.   

  
4. Rejection of Bids -The Owner reserves the right to reject any and all bids, waive all or any 

informalities in the bids. 
 
6. Arizona Contractor's License -Prior to submission of bids, bidders must have a valid Arizona 

Contractor's License of a type which meets all criteria and requirements to perform the work as 
specified in the contract documents in accordance with the Arizona State Registrar of Contractors. 

 
7. Certificate of Insurance –All certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by the 

County prior to work commencing. 
 
7. Bid Opening Information - Information regarding the bid award will not be available until after the 

Gila County Board of Supervisors has issued a decision regarding the submitted project bids. This will 
be the only time, until bid award, this information will be revealed.  

 
8. Mandatory Pre-Bid Walk Through 

There is a mandatory site walk through scheduled for Thursday, December 15, 2011, 10:00 AM.  
Meeting shall be at the Gila County Sheriff’s Office, 1100 South St., Globe, AZ. Only those companies 
signed in on the walk through sign-in sheet will be permitted to bid.  
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BID NO.:  103111-1  

 
SCOPE OF WORK 

 
The Gila County Sheriff’s Office is seeking a qualified Contractor to provide and install a seventy foot self 
supporting tower and move all radio/communications/ancillary support equipment from one location to 
another.  As this bid is being funded through a federal grant the total cost of the project, including all 
applicable taxes, goods and services, is $50,000.  The total cost of this project shall not exceed this amount. 
 
The intent of the contract is to provide for construction and completion, in every detail, of the work 
described.  It is further intended that the Contractor shall furnish all labor, drawings, materials, equipment, 
tools, and supplies required to complete the work in accordance with the specifications, and terms of the 
contract. 
 
In this scope of work items indicated as “should” shall be considered as required while those indicated as 
“may” are subject to the discretion of and/or agreement between the contractor and the Gila County 
Sheriff's Office.  Contractor is defined as the company/organization in responsible charge of all project 
implementation and associated activities. 
 
Equipment currently located at: 

 Gila County Sheriff’s Office Globe Arizona,  1100 South St., Globe, Arizona 
 

Equipment to be relocated to: 
 Gila County 911 Dispatch Center, 1342 E. Monroe St., Globe, Arizona 

Existing tower located by building. 
 
Requirements 

This project includes; proper installation, bonding, grounding, suitable lightning protection, antenna/RF 
management equipment necessary to provide the best communications support on behalf of the Gila County 
Sheriff's Office  This work also involves uninstalling all radio/communications/ancillary support equipment 
presently located at the Globe, Arizona Office of the Gila County Sheriff, relocating and installing all 
radio/communications/ancillary support equipment into the new dispatch center located near the Gila 
County Courthouse in Globe (approximately 2 blocks away).   
 
The present equipment includes, but is not limited to the following manufacturers:  

 I-Com  Tait 
 Vertex  Motorola 
 Telex/Vega  

 
A complete inventory of all radio equipment, frequencies, power output, antennas, etc. will be available 
upon written request.  Requests can be sent to Undersheriff Adam Shepherd.   
 

 Mailing address is Gila County Sheriff's Office, 108 West Main Street, Payson, Arizona 85541, or email 
to ashepherd@co.gila.az.us.   
 

The support/ancillary equipment includes the Vega Voice over IP interface(s) along with decoding equipment 
necessary to decode MDC 1200 transmission.  The interface should include an ANSI Standard RS 232 output 
that can be used as a computer interface.  The Sheriff’s Office has a requirement for five (5) units. 
 
The project should also include a minimum of six (6) copies of Telex/Vega “C-Soft” software(c) to support the 
necessary interface into the new county’s microwave system.  A component of this software/system 
installation shall also include establishing suitable IP addressing as to allow control of all radio equipment  
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BID NO.:  103111-1  

Scope of Work continued… 

 
through the new microwave system.  This will enable either dispatch location to operate the control stations 
for either the Globe or Payson Dispatch Centers.  A copy of the existing IP addressing scheme is available 
upon written/email request (see above).   
 
The various communications transmit and receive frequencies used at the Sheriff’s Office (available upon 
request) should be considered to allow for implementation of proper RF management to optimize 
performance of the control/repeater stations, including but not limited to: isolators, bandpass filters, 
cavities, duplexers, etc.  Interconnect cables should be double shielded or “hardline” type cable to minimize 
RF cable interconnection interference. 
 
The existing antenna facility at the site should be considered as a part of the relocation project as well. The 
relocation should also include a new antenna structure and antennas to allow for the optimization of the 
overall control station systems performance.  A “high gain” VHF omnidirectional antenna should be installed 
at the top of the 70 ft. tower.  Directional antennas should be installed where appropriate.  All transmission 
feed lines should be at least ½ inch diameter “hardline” or suitable alternative.  The antenna structure should 
be a freestanding tower suitable for the task.  All RF/antenna/tower equipment should be bonded and 
grounded in accordance with current engineering practice. 
 
Contractor will provide drawings and suitable documentation for “as-built” equipment installation.  Also to 
be included are details regarding IP addressing assignment(s) for all equipment / interface equipment. 
 
Inspection of Work 

All work shall be subject to inspection by the County.  The County shall be allowed access to all parts of the 
work and shall be furnished with such information and assistance by the Contractor as is required to make a 
complete and detailed inspection. 
 
Final Clean Up 

Upon completion of the work and before acceptance the Contractor shall remove from the site all machinery, 
equipment, surplus and discarded materials, and rubbish.   
 
Negotiations 

It is the intent of the County to award a Contract to the lowest responsible Bidder provided the Bid has been 
submitted in accordance with the requirements of the Bid Documents, is judged reasonable, and does not 
exceed the funds available. 
 

(a)    The County shall have the authority to negotiate with the lowest bidder to reduce the scope of the 
Project in the event that all responsive bids exceed the Project budget. 

 
Bids shall be made available for public inspection by appointment only after the award has been made by the 
Board of Supervisors.  The Board of Supervisors has the sole authority to award bids and any statement by 
any employee of the County is not binding on the Board. 
 
The following criteria will be considered a part of the evaluation process: 
 

(a)   Competence and responsibility of Bidder. 
(b)   Qualifications and experience of Bidder. 
(c)   Past performance of Bidder. 
(d)   Conformity with bidding requirements and general considerations. 
(e)   Record of timely completion on past projects. 
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Scope of Work continued… 

 
Negotiations with Individual Contractors 

Gila County Public Works Division shall establish procedures and schedules for conducting Negotiations.  
Disclosure of one (1) Contractor’s Price or any information derived from competing Bid Prices or any 
information derived from competing Bids is prohibited. 
 

(a)    Any response to a request for clarification of a bid shall be in writing. 
(b)    The Public Works Division shall keep a record of all negotiations. 

 
For the purpose of conducting Negotiations with Contractors, Gila County may use any of the following 
methods that, in their judgment, best meets the unique requirements. 
 

(a) Concurrent Negotiations:  Negotiations may be conducted concurrently with responsible 
Contractors for the purpose of determining source selection and/or Contract Award. 

(b) Exclusive Negotiations:  A determination may be made by the Public Works Director to enter into 
exclusive negotiations with the responsible Contractor whose bid is determined in the selection 
process to be the most Advantageous to Gila County. 

 
Exclusive Negotiations may be conducted subsequent to concurrent Negotiations or may be conducted 
without requiring previous concurrent Negotiations. 
 

(a) A determination to conduct exclusive Negotiations shall not constitute a Contract Award nor shall 
it confer any property rights to the successful bidder. 

(b) If exclusive Negotiations are conducted and an agreement is not reached, the County may enter 
into exclusive Negotiations with the next highest ranked Contractor without the need to repeat the 
formal Solicitation process. 

  
Bonds and Proposal Guaranty 

All supplemental agreements shall require consent of the Contractor’s surety and separate performance and 
payment ponds. 
 

 Surety (Bid Bond):  Proposals shall be accompanied by a 10 percent (10%) Surety (Bid) Bond of the 
total Contract price bid. 
 

 Performance Bond and Labor & Material Bond covering the faithful performance of the Contract 
and the payment of all obligations arising thereunder, each in the amount of one-hundred percent 
(100%) of the Contract Sum, shall be submitted in within five (5) days after notification of award of 
the Contract. 

 
 
GENERAL PR0VISIONS 

Laws to be Observed 

The Contractor shall keep fully informed of all Federal and State laws, all local laws, ordinances, and 
regulations and all orders and decrees of bodies or tribunals having any jurisdiction or authority, which in any 
manner affect those engaged or employed on the work, or which in any way affect the conduct of the work.  
He shall at all times observe and comply with all such laws, ordinances, regulations, orders, and decrees; and 
shall protect and indemnify the Owner and all his officers, agents, or servants against any claim or liability 
arising from or based on the violation of any such law, ordinance, regulation, order, or decree, whether by 
himself or his employees. 
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Scope of Work continued… 

 
Laws and Ordinances:  This agreement shall be enforced under the laws of the State of Arizona and Gila 
County.  The Contractor shall maintain in current status all Federal, State and Local licenses and permits 
required for the operation of the business conducted by the Contractor.  The Contractor shall comply with 
the applicable provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336, 42 U.S.C. 12101-12213) 
and applicable federal regulations under the Act. 
 
Permits, Licenses, and Taxes 

The Contractor shall procure all permits and licenses, pay all charges, fees, and taxes, and give all notices 
necessary and incidental to the due and lawful prosecution of the work.  All costs for any permits, licenses, 
fees, taxes, or other charges shall be included in the contract price bid. 
 
Public Convenience and Safety 

The Contractor shall control his operations and those of his subcontractors and all suppliers, to assure the 
least inconvenience to the traveling public.  Under all circumstances, safety shall be the most important 
consideration. 
 
Contractors Responsibility for Work 

Until the County’s final written acceptance of the entire completed work, the Contractor shall have the 
charge and care thereof and shall take every precaution against injury or damage to any part due to the 
action of the elements or from any other cause, whether arising from the execution or from the non-
execution of work.  The Contractor shall rebuild, repair, restore, and make good all injuries or damages to 
any portion of the work occasioned by any of the above causes before final acceptance and shall bear the 
expense thereof except damage to the work due to unforeseeable causes beyond the control of and without 
the fault or negligence of the Contractor, including but not restricted to acts of God such as earthquake, tidal 
wave, tornado, hurricane or other cataclysmic phenomenon of nature, or acts of the public enemy or 
governmental authorities. 
 
Character of Workers, Methods, and Equipment 

The Contractor shall, at all times, employ sufficient labor and equipment for prosecuting the work to full 
completion in the manner and time required by the contract, plans and specifications. 
 
All workers shall have sufficient skill and experience to perform properly the work assigned to them. Workers 
engaged in special work or skilled work shall have sufficient experience in such work and in the operation of 
the equipment required to perform the work satisfactorily. 
 
Safety and Lost Control 

The Gila County Safety and Loss Control booklet must be read and signed by all working at the job site.  
During the pre-construction meeting a time will be set for the Gila County QA/QC Safety Compliance Officer 
for a safety meeting.   
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INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRACTORS 

 
IMPORTANT:  EXHIBIT “A”, INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRACTORS AND EXHIBIT “B”, CONTRACTORS AWARD 
AGREEMENT ARE BASIC CONTENT TO GILA COUNTY BID PACKAGES.  INDIVIDUAL BIDS MAY REQUIRE 
DIFFERENT LANGUAGE FOR INSTRUCTIONS AND AWARD AGREEMENTS.  WHERE APPLICABLE, SUCH 
CHANGES WILL APPEAR IN EXHIBIT “C”, MINIMUM PRODUCT SPECIFICATIONS AND INFORMATION AND 
TAKE PRECEDENCE OVER THE LANGUAGE APPEARING IN EXHIBITS “A” & “B”. 
 
EXHIBIT “A” INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRACTORS 
 
Preparation of Sealed Proposal 

A. Sealed Proposals will be received by the County of Gila Public Works Division, from Contractor(s) to 
deliver the product(s), goods and services contained to establish a contract for specified location 
within Gila County.  The County seeks sealed Proposals only from qualified, experienced Contractors 
able to provide services which are, in all respects, responsive to the specifications.  All Proposals shall 
be on the forms provided in this Request for Sealed Proposal package.  It is permissible to copy these 
forms if required. 

 
B. Before submitting its Proposal and Qualification Form each Contractor shall familiarize itself with the 

Scope of Work, laws, regulations and other factors affecting performance of work.  It shall carefully 
correlate its observations with requirements of the Contract and otherwise satisfy itself of the 
expense and difficulties attending the performance of the work.  The submission of a Proposal will 
constitute a representation of compliance by the Contractor.  There will be no subsequent financial 
adjustment, other than that provided for by the Contract, for lack of such familiarization. 

 
C. Contractor(s) must complete the Proposal and Qualifications Forms provided in this Request for 

Proposal package in full, original signature in ink, by the person(s) authorized to sign the Proposal 
and to be submitted at the time of bid, and made a part of this contract.  The County will use the 
Proposal and Qualifications Form in evaluating the capacity of the Contractor(s) to perform the Scope 
of Services as set forth in the Contract.  Failure of any Contractor to complete and submit the Price 
Sheet and Signature/Offer Page at time and place of opening shall be grounds for automatic 
disqualification of the Contractor from further consideration. 

 
D. The names of all persons authorized to sign the Proposal must also be legibly printed below the 

signature.  
 

E. The full name of each person or company interested in the Request for Proposal shall be listed on the 
Proposal. 
 

F. No alterations in Proposals, or in the printed forms therefore, by erasures, interpolations, or 
otherwise will be acceptable unless each such alteration is signed or initialed by the Contractor; if 
initialed, the County may require the Contractor to identify any alteration so initialed. 

 

Amendments 

Any addendum issued as a result of any change in this Request for Sealed Proposal must be acknowledged by 
all Contractors in the following manner: 
 

1. The Contractor Checklist and Addenda Acknowledgement Form shall contain an acknowledgment of 
receipt of all Addenda.  
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Instructions to Contractors continued… 

 
Failure to indicate receipt of addenda in one of the above manners may result in a Proposal being rejected as 
non-responsive. 
 
Inquiries 

Any questions related to this Request for Proposal must be directed to those whose names appear on the 
Notice.  Questions should be submitted in writing when time permits.  The Gila County Supervisors, at their 
sole discretion, may require all questions be submitted in writing.  Any correspondence related to a Request 
for Proposals should refer to the appropriate Request for Proposals number, page, and paragraph number.  
However, the Contractor(s) must not place the Request for Proposal number on the outside of an envelope 
containing questions since such an envelope may be identified as a sealed Proposal and may not be opened 
until after the official Request for Proposal due date and time.  Questions received less than five (5) working 
days prior to the date for opening Proposals will be answered only if time permits.  Only questions answered 
by formal written addenda will be binding.  Oral and other interpretations or clarifications will be without 
legal effect. 

 
A. Proposal results ARE NOT provided in response to telephone inquires.  A tabulation of proposals 

received shall be on file in the Gila County Board of Supervisors and Public Works offices and 
available for review after contract award. 

 
Late Proposals 

Any proposal received later than the date and time specified on Invitation for Bids shall not be considered.   
 
Submittal Proposal Format 
It is required that Two copies (2 TOTAL ) with original signatures on all two (2) of the Proposal and 
Qualification Forms, Price Sheet, and Offer Page shall be submitted on the forms and in the format 
specified in the Request for Proposal.  The County will not be liable for any cost incident to the preparation 
of Proposal, materials, reproductions, presentations, copy-right infringements, etc.  It is permissible to copy 
these forms if required.  Facsimiles or mailgrams shall not be considered. 
 
1. By signature in the offer section of the Offer and Acceptance page, Contractor certifies: 

A. The submission of the offer did not involve collusion or other anti-competitive practices. 
B. The Contractor has not given, offered to give, nor intends to give at any time hereafter, any 

economic opportunity, future employment, gift, loan, gratuity, special discount, trip, favor, or 
service to a public servant in connection with the submitted offer. 

C. In order to conserve resources, reduce procurement costs, improve timely acquisition and cost of 
supplies and to improve efficiency and economy of procurement, any political subdivision, State, 
County, City, Town, etc., of the State of Arizona, will be allowed by Contractor awarded the 
contract to provide the same services, at the same prices stated in the Proposal.  Delivery 
charges may differentiate depending on geographical location. 

 
2. Proposals submitted early may be modified or withdrawn by notice to the party receiving proposals at 

the place and prior to the time designated for receipts of Proposals. 
 

3. The County is not responsible for any Contractor(s) errors or omissions.  Negligence in preparing an 
offer confers no right to the Contractor unless the Contractor discovers and corrects such errors prior 
to the Proposal deadline. 
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Instructions to Contractors continued… 

 
Disqualification of Bidders   

A bidder shall be considered disqualified for any of the following reasons: 

(a) Submitting more than one proposal from the same partnership, firm, or corporation under the 
same or different name. 

(b) Evidence of collusion among bidders.  Bidders participating in such collusion shall be disqualified as 
bidders for any future work of the County until any such participating bidder has been reinstated 
by the County as a qualified bidder. 

(c) Failure to submit all required official bid forms. 
 
The Proposal shall be submitted in a sealed envelope. 

 Minimum of TWO (2) copies, all with ORIGINAL SIGNATURES, shall be provided by the Contractor. 
 The words “REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS” with Proposal Title “S.O. TOWER INSTALLATION & RADIO 

EQUIPMENT RELOCATION”, Contract Number, “103111-1”, Date “DECEMBER 29, 2011”, and Time 
“2:00 PM” of Proposal opening shall be written on the envelope along with the name of the bidding 
Firm. 

 The Contractor shall assume full responsibility for timely delivery at the location designated in the 
Notice. 
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GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
 

Award of Contract   

The award of contract, if it is to be awarded, shall be made within sixty (60) calendar days of the date 
specified for publicly opening proposals, unless otherwise specified herein. 
 

1. The Gila County Board of Supervisors reserves the right to award any Proposal by individual line item, 
by group of line items or as total, or any part thereof, whichever is deemed to be in the best interest, 
most advantageous of the County of Gila. 

a.   Notwithstanding any or other provisions of the RFP, the County reserves the right to:  
1.  Waive any immaterial defects or informalities; or 
2.  Reject any or all Proposals; or portions thereof; or 
3.  Reissue a Request for Proposal. 
 

2. It is the responsibility of the Gila County Board of Supervisors to let the County contracts to the 
lowest responsive and responsible Contractor(s).  To ensure that all Contractors are experienced, 
reasonably equipped and adequately financed to meet their contractual obligations, a determination 
of responsibility shall be made by the Gila County Board of Supervisors prior to contract award. 

 
3. Further, the County reserves the right to reject the Proposal of any Contractor(s) who has previously 

failed to perform adequately after having once been awarded a prior Proposal for furnishing and 
installing materials similar in nature. 

 
4. All submitted forms provided in this Request for Proposal will be reviewed by the Gila County Board 

of Supervisors. 
 

5. Those Contractor(s) who, in the opinion of the Gila County Board of Supervisors, are best qualified 
and whose Proposals are most advantageous of the County may be invited to appear before the 
Board for an oral review. 

 
6. The apparent successful Contractor(s) shall sign and file with the County, within ten (10) days after 

Notice of Intent to Award, all documents necessary to successfully execute the contract. 
 
Protests 
Only other Contractors who have submitted a proposal have the right to protest.  Protest of a proposed 
award or of an award must be filed within ten (10) days after award by the Board of Supervisors.  A protest 
must be in writing and must include: 
 

A. The name, address and telephone number of the protester. 
B. The signature of the protester or its representative, and evidence of authority to sign. 
C. Identification of the contract and the solicitation or contract number. 
D. A detailed statement of the legal and factual grounds of protest including copies of relevant 

documents. 
E. The form of relief requested. 

 
All Protests shall be sent to the attention of the Gila County Board of Supervisors, 1400 East Ash street, 
Globe, Arizona  85501. 
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General Terms & Conditions continued… 

 
Laws and Ordinances 
This agreement shall be enforced under the laws of the State of Arizona and Gila County.  Contractor shall 
maintain in current status all Federal, State and Local licenses and permits required for the operation of the 
business conducted by the Contractor.  The Contractor shall comply with the applicable provisions of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336, 42 U.S.C. 12101-12213) and applicable federal 
regulations under the act. 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT “B” CONTRACTORS AWARD AGREEMENT 
 

This exhibit shall serve as an example of the contract agreement to any Contractor, their agents, and/or 
representative’s, awarded this or any portion of this contract by the County, by submitting Proposals to this 
or any other solicitation requiring sealed Proposals, does hereby agree to the following provisions.  Proof of 
acceptance of these provisions will be the Contractor’s signature(s) appearing on page 29, Contractors Offer 
Page, and Exhibit “D” Contractors Qualification and Certification forms(s) pages 20-21. 
 
Overcharges by Antitrust Violations 
The County maintains that, in actual practice, overcharges resulting from antitrust violations are borne by the 
purchaser.  Therefore, to the extent permitted by law, the Contractor hereby assigns to the County any and 
all claims for such overcharges as to the goods or services used to fulfill the contract. 

 
Authority to Contract 
This contract shall be based upon the Request for Proposal issued by the County and the offer submitted by 
the Contractor in response to the RFP.  The offer shall substantially conform to the terms, conditions, 
specifications and other requirements set forth within the text of the RFP.  The county reserves the right to 
clarify any contractual terms with the concurrence of the Contractor; however, any substantial non-
conformity in the offer, as determined by the County Attorney, shall be deemed non-responsive and the 
offer rejected.  The contract shall contain the entire agreement between Gila County and the Contractor 
relating to these requirements and shall prevail over any and all previous agreements, contracts, proposals, 
negotiations, purchase orders, or master agreement in any form.  The contract activity is issued under the 
authority of the Gila County Manager, after the Gila County Board of Supervisors approves the award.  No 
alteration of any portion of the contract, any items or services awarded, or any other agreement that is 
based upon this contract may be made without express written approval of the Gila County Board of 
Supervisors in the form of an official contract amendment.  Any attempt to alter any documents on the part 
of the Contractor or any agency is a violation of the County Procurement Code.  Any such action is subject to 
the legal and contractual remedies available to the County inclusive, but not limited to, contract cancellation, 
suspension and/or debarment of the Contractor. 
 
Contract Amendments 
The contract shall be modified only by a written contract amendment signed by the Gila County Board of 
Supervisors and persons duly authorized to enter into contracts on behalf of the Contractor. 
 
Contract Default 

A. The County, by written notice of default to the Contractor, may terminate the whole or any part of 
this contract in any one of the following circumstances: 
 
1. If  the Contractor fails to make delivery of the supplies or to perform the services within the 

times specified; or 
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General Terms & Conditions continued… 

 
2. If the Contractor fails to perform any of the other provisions of this contract; and fails to remedy 

the situation within a period of ten (10) days after receipt of notice. 
 

B. In the event the County terminates this contract in whole or part, because of contractor default as 
described in (A)(1) and (A)(2) above, the County may procure supplies or services similar to those 
terminated, and the Contractor shall be liable to the County for any excess costs for such similar 
supplies or services. 

 
Right to Assurance 
Whenever one party to this contract in good faith has reason to question the other party’s intent to perform, 
the other party may demand that the other party give a written assurance of this intent to perform.  In the 
event that a demand is made and no written assurance is given within five (5) days, the demanding party 
may treat this failure as an anticipatory repudiation of this contract. 
 
Costs and Payments 

Payments shall comply with the requirements of A.R.S. Title 35 and 41, Net 30 days.  Upon receipt and 
acceptance of goods and services, the Vendor shall submit a complete and accurate invoice for payment.  
IRS W9 Form:  In order to receive payment the Vendor shall have a current IRS W9 Form on file with the 
County unless not required by law. 
 
Requirements of Contract Bonds 

At the time of the execution of the contract, the successful bidder shall furnish the County surety bond or 
bonds which have been fully executed by the bidder and his surety guaranteeing the performance of the 
work and the payment of all legal debts that may be incurred by reason of the Contractor's performance of 
the work.  The surety and the form of the bond or bonds shall be acceptable to the County.  All bonds shall 
conform to the requirements of A.R.S. §34-222 and §34-223.  
 
Co-op Use of Contract – Intergovernmental Purchasing 
Gila County has entered into an active purchasing agreement with other political subdivisions, cities, and 
towns of the State of Arizona in order to conserve resources, reduce procurement costs and improve timely 
acquisition and cost of supplies, equipment and services.  The Contractor(s) to whom this contract is awarded 
may be requested by other parties of said interactive purchasing agreements to extend to those parties the 
right to purchase supplies, equipment and services provided by the Contractor under this contract, pursuant 
to the terms and conditions stated herein.  Any such usage by other entities must be in accord with the rules 
and regulations of the respective entity and the approval of the Contractor. 
 
Cancellation of County Contracts 
This contract is subject to the cancellation provisions of A.R.S. §38-511. 
 
Termination of Contract 
The County, with or without cause, may terminate this contract at any time by mutual written consent, or by 
giving thirty (30) days written notice to you.  The County at its convenience, by written notice, may terminate 
this contract, in whole or in part.  If this contract is terminated, the County shall be liable only for payment 
under the payment provisions of this contract for the services rendered and accepted material received by 
the County before the effective date of termination. 
 
The County reserves the right to cancel the whole or any part of this contract due to failure of Contractor to 
carry out any term, promise, or condition of the contract.  The County will issue a written ten (10) day notice 
of default to Contractor for acting or failing to act as in any of the following: 
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General Terms & Conditions continued… 

 
1. In the opinion of the County, Contractor fails to perform adequately the stipulations, conditions or 

services/specifications required in the contract. 
 

2. In the opinion of the County, Contractor attempts to impose on the County material products, or 
workmanship, which is of unacceptable quality.  
 

3. Contractor fails to furnish the required service and/or product within the time stipulated in the 
contract. 
 

4. In the opinion of the County, Contractor fails to make progress in the performance of the 
requirements of the contract and/or give the County a positive indication that Contractor will not or 
cannot perform to the requirements of the contract. 

 
Each payment obligation of the County created hereby is conditioned upon the availability of County, State 
and Federal funds, which are appropriated or allocated for the payment of such an obligation.  If funds are 
not allocated by the County and available for the continuance of service herein contemplated, the contract 
period for the service may be terminated by the County at the end of the period for which funds are 
available.  The County shall notify the Contractor at the earliest possible time which service may be affected 
by a shortage of funds.  No penalty shall accrue to the County in the event this provision is exercised, and the 
County shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments due or for any damages as a result of 
termination under this paragraph. 
 
General 
After receipt of all proposals, each submittal shall be screened to determine if any shall be deemed non-
responsive.  Unsigned proposals, unacknowledged Addenda, incomplete proposals, non-conformance with 
mandatory requirements, etc., may result in the determination of non-responsive. 
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MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS 
 

EXHIBIT “C” MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS FOR:    S.O. Tower Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation 
 
Purpose: 
It is the intent of Gila County to establish, by this Request for Proposals, a contract for the relocation and 
installation of existing communications equipment and tower installation for the Gila County Sheriff’s Office. 
 
 
SECTION 1.0 
 
General:   

1.1 Contractor should have adequate facilities to serve the needs of Gila County. 
 

1.2 All proposals must represent the entire package.  Partial awards will not be made unless otherwise 
stated in the proposal specifications. 

 
1.3 The parties specifically understand and agree that the quantities used for bidding purposes are 

estimates of County needs and in no event shall the County be obligated to purchase the exact 
quantities of any item set forth in the proposal.  The County does not guarantee any maximum or 
minimum amounts of purchase. 

 
1.4 Contractor shall review its Proposal submission to assure the following requirements are met. 

1.4.1 One (1) original and One (1) copy, Two (2) total, all with original signatures shall be 
submitted 

1.4.2 Qualification and Certification Forms (pgs 20-21) 
1.4.3 Price Sheet  (pg 22) 
1.4.4 Reference List  (pg 23) 
1.4.5 Intentions Concerning Subcontracting  (pg 24) 
1.4.6 No Collusion in Bidding  (pg 25) 
1.4.7 Legal Arizona Workers Act Compliance  (pg 26) 
1.4.8 Bid Bond  (pg 27) 
1.4.9 Checklist & Addenda Acknowledgement (page 28) 
1.4.10 Offer Page  (pgs 29-30) 

 
 

SECTION 2.0 
 
Bid Pricing: 

2.1 The Contractor shall submit the Proposal in the form of a firm unit price.  Prices shall be in effect 
for the duration of the contract period.  Contractor shall incorporate all profit and discount into 
their price.  The exception will be any price reduction, which will be applied to the contract 
immediately upon the Contractor’s or Gila County’s discovery of any such price reduction. 

 
2.2 The term of the contract shall commence upon award and shall remain in effect for the period the 

services are performed, canceled or extended as otherwise provided herein.   
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Minimum Specifications continued… 

 
SECTION 3.0 
 
Ordering and Delivery: 

3.1 Contractor shall retain title and control of all goods until they are delivered and the contract of 
coverage has been completed.  All risks of transportation and all related charges shall be the 
responsibility of the Contractor.  All claims for visible or concealed damage shall be filed by the 
Contractor.  The County will assist the Contractor in arranging for inspection. 

 
 

SECTION 4.0      Minimum Specifications:  S.O. Tower Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation 
 
Refer to page 4-7 scope of work.  Any exceptions must be explained. 
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INSURANCE PROVISIONS 

 

INDEMNIFICATION CLAUSE: 

Contractor shall indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless the County of Gila and its officers, officials, 
agents, and employees (hereinafter referred to as “Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, actions, 
liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses (including court costs, attorneys’ fees, and costs of claim processing, 
investigation and litigation) (hereinafter referred to as “Claims”) for bodily injury or personal injury (including 
death), or loss or damage to tangible or intangible property caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in 
part, by the negligent or willful acts or omissions of Contractor or any of its owners, officers, directors, 
agents, employees or subcontractors.  This indemnity includes any claim or amount arising out of or 
recovered under the Workers’ Compensation Law or arising out of the failure of such contractor to conform 
to any federal, state or local law, statute, ordinance, rule, regulation or court decree.  It is the specific 
intention of the parties that the Indemnitee shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the 
negligent or willful acts or omissions of the Indemnitee, be indemnified by Contractor from and against any 
and all claims.  It is agreed that Contractor will be responsible for primary loss investigation, defense and 
judgment costs where this indemnification is applicable.  In consideration of the award of this contract, the 
Contractor agrees to waive all rights of subrogation against the County, its officers, officials, agents and 
employees for losses arising from the work performed by the Contractor for the County. 
 
 
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS: 

Contractor and subcontractors shall procure and maintain until all of their obligations have been discharged, 
including any warranty periods under this Contract are satisfied, insurance against claims for injury to 
persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work 
hereunder by the Contractor, his agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.   
 
The insurance requirements herein are minimum requirements for this Contract and in no way limit the 
indemnity covenants contained in this Contract.  The County in no way warrants that the minimum limits 
contained herein are sufficient to protect the Contractor from liabilities that might arise out of the 
performance of the work under this contract by the Contractor, his agents, representatives, employees or 
subcontractors and Contractor is free to purchase additional insurance as may be determined necessary.  
 
A. MINIMUM SCOPE AND LIMITS OF INSURANCE:  Contractor shall provide coverage with limits of 

liability not less than those stated below. 
 

 1. Commercial General Liability – Occurrence Form 
Policy shall include bodily injury, property damage and broad form contractual liability and XCU 
coverage. 

 General Aggregate $2,000,000 

 Products – Completed Operations Aggregate $1,000,000 

 Personal and Advertising Injury $1,000,000 

 Each Occurrence $1,000,000 

a. The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language:  "The 
County of Gila shall be named as an additional insured with respect to liability arising out 
of the activities performed by, or on behalf of the Contractor." 

 
2. Automobile Liability 

  Bodily Injury and Property Damage for any owned, hired, and non-owned vehicles used in the 
performance of this Contract. 
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BID NO.:  103111-1  

Insurance Provisions continued… 

 

  Combined Single Limit (CSL) $1,000,000 

a. The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language:  "The 
County of Gila shall be named as an additional insured with respect to liability arising out 
of the activities performed by, or on behalf of the Contractor, including automobiles 
owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the Contractor." 

 
3. Worker's Compensation and Employers' Liability 

 Workers' Compensation Statutory 
 Employers' Liability  

 Each Accident $100,000 
 Disease – Each Employee $100,000 
 Disease – Policy Limit $500,000 

a. Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the County of Gila.  
 

4. Installation Floater $__________ 
 In an amount equal to the initial Contract Amount. 

a. The County of Gila, Contractor, subcontractor and any others with an insurable interest in 
the work shall be Insured’s on the policy. 

b. Coverage shall be written on an all risk, replacement cost basis and shall include coverage for 
flood and earth movement as well as coverage for losses that may occur during equipment 
testing. 

c. Policy shall be maintained until whichever of the following shall first occur:  (1) final payment 
has been made; or, (2) until no person or entity, other than the County of Gila, has an 
insurable interest in the property required to be covered. 

d. Policy shall be endorsed such that the insurance shall not be canceled or lapse because of 
any partial use or occupancy by the County. 

e. The Installation Floater must provide coverage from the time the equipment/material 
becomes the responsibility of the Contractor and shall continue without interruption during 
the installation, including any time during which the equipment/material is being transported 
to the installation site, or awaiting installation, whether on or off site. 

f. Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the County of Gila. 

g. Contractor is responsible for the payment of all deductibles under the Installation Floater 
policy. 

 
B. ADDITIONAL INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS:  The policies shall include, or be endorsed to include, the 

following provisions: 

1. On insurance policies where the County of Gila is named as an additional insured, the County of 
Gila shall be an additional insured to the full limits of liability purchased by the Contractor even if 
those limits of liability are in excess of those required by this Contract. 

2. The Contractor's insurance coverage shall be primary insurance and non-contributory with respect 
to all other available sources. 

3. Coverage provided by the Contractor shall not be limited to the liability assumed under the 
indemnification provisions of this Contract. 
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BID NO.:  103111-1  

Insurance Provisions continued… 

 
C. NOTICE OF CANCELLATION:  Each insurance policy required by the insurance provisions of this Contract 

shall provide the required coverage and shall not be suspended, voided, canceled, reduced in coverage 
or endorsed to lower limits except after thirty (30) days prior written notice `has been given to the 
County.  Such notice shall be sent directly to Gila County Purchasing Department, 1400 E. Ash St., 
Globe, Arizona, 85501 and shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested. 

 
D. ACCEPTABILITY OF INSURERS:  Insurance is to be placed with insurers duly licensed or approved 

unlicensed companies in the state of Arizona and with an “A.M. Best” rating of not less than B+ VI.  The 
County in no way warrants that the above-required minimum insurer rating is sufficient to protect the 
Contractor from potential insurer insolvency. 

 
E. VERIFICATION OF COVERAGE:  Contractor shall furnish the County with certificates of insurance 

(ACORD form or equivalent approved by the County) as required by this Contract.  The certificates for 
each insurance policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its 
behalf. 

 
 All certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by the County before work 

commences.  Each insurance policy required by this Contract must be in effect at or prior to 
commencement of work under this Contract and remain in effect for the duration of the project.  
Failure to maintain the insurance policies as required by this Contract or to provide evidence of 
renewal is a material breach of contract. 

 
 All certificates required by this Contract shall be sent directly to Gila County Purchasing Department, 

1400 E. Ash., St., Globe, Arizona, 85501.  The County project/contract number and project description 
are to be noted on the certificate of insurance.  The County reserves the right to require complete, 
certified copies of all insurance policies required by this Contract at any time.   

 
F. SUBCONTRACTORS:  Contractors’ certificate(s) shall include all subcontractors as additional insured’s 

under its policies or Contractor shall furnish to the County separate certificates and endorsements for 
each subcontractor.  All coverage’s for subcontractors shall be subject to the minimum requirements 
identified above. 

 
G. APPROVAL:  Any modification or variation from the insurance requirements in this Contract shall be 

made by the County Attorney, whose decision shall be final.  Such action will not require a formal 
Contract amendment, but may be made by administrative action. 
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QUALIFICATION AND CERTIFICATION FORMS 

 

Purpose 
This exhibit shall serve as a requirement to enable the evaluation team to assess the qualifications of 
Contractors under consideration for final award. 
 
The information may or may not be a determining factor in award. 
 
 
Contract Number 103111-1 S.O. Tower Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation 

The Contractor submitting this Bid warrants the following: 
 
1. Name, Address, and Telephone Number of Principal Contractor: 

___________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

2. Had Contractor (under its present or any previous name) ever failed to complete a contract? 
________Yes    ________No.   If “Yes, give details, including the date, the contracting agency, and the 
reasons Contractor failed to perform in the narrative part of this Contract. 

 

3. Has Contractor (under its present or any previous name) ever been disbarred or prohibited from 
competing for a contract?  ________Yes   ________No.   If “Yes”, give details, including the date, the 
contracting agency, the reasons for the Contractors disqualification, and whether this disqualification 
remains in effect in the narrative part of this Contract. 

 

4. Has a contracting agency ever terminated a contract for cause with Contractor prior to contract 
expiration (under your firm’s present or any previous name)?  ________Yes   ________No.   If “Yes”, 
give details including the date, the contracting agency, and the reasons Contractor was terminated in 
the narrative part of this Contract.  

 

5. Contractor must also provide at least the following information:   
a. A brief history of the Contractors Firm.  

b. A Cost Proposal shall be submitted on the Price Sheet, attached hereon and made a full part of 

this contract by this reference.  

c. A list of previous and current customers, which are considered identical or similar to the Scope 

of Work described herein; shall be submitted on the Reference List, attached hereon and made 

a full part of this contract by this reference.  

d. List the specific qualifications the Contractor has in supplying the specified services.   

e. List of any subcontractors (if applicable) to be used in performing the service must accompany 

the Proposal.  The subcontractors Arizona ROC, contact name and phone # must be included. 

f. Gila County reserves the right to request additional information. 
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Qualification & Certification continued… 
 
 
 

 

6 Contractor Experience Modifier (e-mod) Rating in Arizona:  _________________________________ 
                                                 (If Applicable) 

A method the National Council on Compensation Insurance (NCCI) uses to measure a business’ computed loss 
ratio and determine a factor, which when multiplied by premium, can reward policyholders with lower losses.  
E-mod rate may be a determining factor in bid award. 
 

 
6. Current Arizona Contractor License Number:  __________________________________________ 

    (If Applicable) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

___________________________________________ 
        Signature of Authorized Representative 

 
       ___________________________________________ 

        Printed Name 
 

       ___________________________________________ 
        Title 
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PRICE SHEET 

Complete and Return this form for the total price being proposed.  Attach any pertinent cost breakdowns, 

sub-totals of component cost, etc. to this proposal-pricing page. 

 

 

S.O. TOWER INSTALLATION & RADIO EQUIPMENT RELOCATION PROJECT 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
 
We agree to provide all work and material necessary to complete the project as shown on specifications for 
the following Contract Price: 
   
 
Firm Name:   _____________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
TOTAL CONTRACT PRICE, for the sum of $ _____________________________________________ 
 
 
WRITTEN TOTAL CONTRACT PRICE 
 
___________________________________________________________________________Dollars  
 
and __________________________ Cents. 
 
 
 
 
 

*Note:  All labor shall be included in amount proposed. 
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REFERENCE LIST 
 
These references are required to enable the evaluation team to assess the qualifications of the Contractor 
under consideration for final award.  The information may be a determining factor in award. 
 
 
References 
Please list a minimum of three (3) references for projects of similar size and scope to the as this Invitation for 
Bids during the past twelve (12) months, in or as close to Gila County as possible. 
 
 

1. Company: ________________________________________________ 

Contact: ____________________________________________________ 

Phone: ____________________________________________________ 

Address: ____________________________________________________ 

Project Name:  _________________________________________________ 

 

2. Company: ________________________________________________ 

Contact: ____________________________________________________ 

Phone: ____________________________________________________ 

Address: ____________________________________________________ 

Project Name:  _________________________________________________ 

 

3. Company: ________________________________________________ 

Contact: ____________________________________________________ 

Phone: ____________________________________________________ 

Address: ____________________________________________________ 

Project Name:  _________________________________________________ 

 
 
 

_____________________________________________ 
               Name of Business 

_____________________________________________ 
               Signature of Authorized Representative 

_____________________________________________ 

               Title 
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CERTIFICATION:  INTENTIONS CONCERNING SUBCONTRACTING 
 
 
 At the time of the submission of bids on Bid No. 103111-1 S.O. Tower Installation & Radio 
Equipment Relocation my intention concerning subcontracting a portion of the work is as indicated below. 
 
 In indicating that it is my intention to subcontract a portion of the work, this will acknowledge that 
such subcontractors will be identified and approved by the County prior to award of the contract; and that 
documentation, such as copies of letters, requests for quotations, quotations, etc., substantiating the actions 
taken and the responses to such actions is on file and available for review. 
 

A list of any subcontractors (if applicable) to be used in performing the service must accompany the 
Bid.  The list must include the subcontractors name, address, and phone number. 

 
Any subcontractor not listed with the bid must be approved by the County prior to providing any 

work pursuant to this contract.  Further, contractor warrants that all subcontractors will comply with all 
terms and conditions of this contract.  The County reserves the right to terminate the contract if the 
contractor fails to comply with the provisions of this certification. 
 
 
 
 

     It is my intention to subcontract a portion of the work. 

 

     It is not my intention to subcontract a portion of the work. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 ________________________________________________  
                Name of Firm 

 

     ________________________________________________  
                    By: (Signature) 

 

     ________________________________________________  
                                                                                                         Title 
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AFFIDAVIT BY CONTRACTOR 
CERTIFYING THAT THERE WAS NO COLLUSION 

IN BIDDING FOR CONTRACT 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA  ) 

)ss 
COUNTY OF:   ) 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________                                                                     
(Name of Individual) 
being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
 
That he is ____________________________________________________________________________ 
                                                                                (Title)  

of_______________________________________________________________________________  and 
                                                                      (Name of Business) 
 

That he  is  bidding on Gila County BID NO. 103111-1 S.O. Tower Installation and Radio Equipment 
Relocation, Globe and, 
 
 

That neither he nor anyone associated with the said _____________________________________  
 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
                                                                     (Name of Business) 
 
has, directly or indirectly entered into any agreement, participated in any collusion or otherwise taken any 
action in restraint of free competitive bidding in connection with the above mentioned project. 
 

       _____________________________________________ 
Name of Business 

 
_____________________________________________  
By 

 
_____________________________________________ 
Title 

 

 
 
 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this __________ day of _________________________, 20_____. 

 
 
_______________________________________               My Commission expires:   _________________ 
Notary Public        
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LEGAL ARIZONA WORKERS ACT COMPLIANCE 
 

Contractor hereby warrants that it will at all times during the term of this Contract  comply with all federal immigration 
laws applicable to Contractor’s employment of its employees, and with the requirements of A.R.S. § 23-214 (A) 
(together the “State and Federal Immigration Laws”).  Contractor shall further ensure that each subcontractor who 
performs any work for Contractor under this contract likewise complies with the State and Federal Immigration Laws. 
  
County shall have the right at any time to inspect the books and records of Contractor and any subcontractor in order to 
verify such party’s compliance with the State and Federal Immigration Laws.   
 
 Any breach of Contractor’s or any subcontractor’s warranty of compliance with the State and Federal Immigration 
Laws, or of any other provision of this section, shall be deemed to be a material breach of this Contract subjecting 
Contractor to penalties up to and including suspension or termination of this Contract. If the breach is by a 
subcontractor, and the subcontract is suspended or terminated as a result, Contractor shall be required to take such 
steps as may be necessary to either self-perform the services that would have been provided under the subcontract or 
retain a replacement subcontractor as soon as possible so as not to delay project completion.   
 
 Contractor shall advise each subcontractor of County’s rights, and the subcontractor’s obligations, under this Article by 
including a provision in each subcontract substantially in the following form:  “Subcontractor hereby warrants that it will 
at all times during the term of this contract comply with all federal immigration laws applicable to Subcontractor’s 
employees, and with the requirements of A.R.S. § 23-214 (A). Subcontractor further agrees that County may inspect the 
Subcontractor’s books and records to insure that Subcontractor is in compliance with these requirements.  Any breach 
of this paragraph by Subcontractor will be deemed to be a material breach of this contract subjecting Subcontractor to 
penalties up to and including suspension or termination of this contract.”  
  
Any additional costs attributable directly or indirectly to remedial action under this Article shall be the responsibility of 
Contractor.  In the event that remedial action under this Article results in delay to one or more tasks on the critical path 
of Contractor’s approved construction or critical milestones schedule, such period of delay shall be deemed excusable 
delay for which Contractor shall be entitled to an extension of time, but not costs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  ___________________________________________ 
         Signature of Authorized Representative 
 

        ______________________________________________ 
         Printed Name 
 

       ______________________________________________ 
          Title 
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SURETY (BID) BOND 
(Penalty of this Bond must not be less than 10% of the bid amount) 

 
 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS,   
 
that we, the undersigned __________________________________________, as Principal, hereinafter called 
the Principal, and _____________________________________________ a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of __________________________________, as Surety, hereinafter called the Surety, 
holding a certificate of authority to transact surety business in this State issued by the Director of the 
Department of Insurance, are held and firmly bound unto the Gila County as Obligee, hereinafter called the 
Obligee, in the sum of ten percent (10%) of the amount bid, submitted by Principal to Gila County for the 
Work described below, for the payment of which sum well and truly to be made, the said Principal and the 
said Surety bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and assigns, jointly and severally, 
firmly by these presents. 
 
WHEREAS, the Principal is herewith submitting its proposal for: 
 

TOWER INSTALLATION & RADIO EQUIPMENT RELOCATION 
GILA COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE , ARIZONA, BID CALL NO. 103111-1 

 
NOW THEREFORE, if the Obligee, acting by and through its County Engineer, accepts the proposal of the 
Principal and the Principal shall enter into contract with the Obligee in accordance with the terms of such 
proposal, and give such bonds and certificates of insurance as may be specified in the contract documents 
with good and sufficient surety for the faithful performance of such contract and for the prompt payment of 
labor and material furnished in the prosecution thereof, or in the event of the failure of the Principal to enter 
into such contract and give such bonds and certificates of insurance, if the Principal shall pay to the Obligee 
the difference not to exceed the penalty of the bond between the amount specified in the proposal and such 
larger amount for which the Obligee may in good faith contract with another party to perform the work 
covered by the proposal then this obligation is void.  Otherwise, it remains in full force and effect provided, 
however, that this bond is executed pursuant to the provisions of A.R.S. §34-201, and all liabilities on this 
bond shall be determined in accordance with the provisions of the section to the extent as if it were copied 
at length herein. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we hereunto set our hands and seals: 
 
 
Principal      Surety 
 
By       By Attorney-in-Fact 
   
Title       Address, Attorney-in-Fact 
       Subscribed and sworn to before me 

This ________ day of __________________,20____ 
        

       My commission expires:  ___________________ 
       Notary Public 
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BIDDERS CHECKLIST & ADDENDA ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

Bid No. 103111-1 
 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that all Bid Documents shall be completed and/or executed and submitted with 
this RFP.  If Contractor fails to complete and/or execute any portion of the Bid Documents, this RFP will be 
determined to be “non-responsive” and rejected. 
 
CHECKLIST: 
 

REQUIRED DOCUMENT                    COMPLETED / EXECUTED 
 

QUALIFICATION & CERTIFICATION FORM   ___________ 

REFERENCE LIST       ___________ 

BID PROPOSAL       ___________ 

PRICE SHEET       ___________  

NO COLLUSION IN BIDDING      ___________ 

INTENTIONS CONCERNING SUBCONTRACTING   ___________ 

SURETY (BID) BOND      ___________ 

 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF ADDENDA:       
 
                      #1             #2               #3                   #4                       #5 
Initials  __________          __________          __________          __________          __________  
 
Date  __________          __________          __________          __________          __________         

 
 

Signed and dated this ______ day of _____________________, 20____ 
 
 

           __________________________________________________ 
                                        CONTRACTOR: 
 

           __________________________________________________ 
                                        BY:   
 

 
Each proposal shall be sealed in an envelope addressed to the Public Works Division, Gila County and bearing 
the following statement on the outside of the envelope:  Request for Bids:  Bid No. 10311-1 S.O. Tower 
Installation & Radio Equipment Relocation.  All proposals shall be filed with the Gila County Procurement 
Group in the at 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ on or before December 29, 2011, 2:00 PM. 
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OFFER PAGE  

 
TO GILA COUNTY: 

The undersigned hereby offers and agrees to furnish the material or service in compliance with all terms and conditions, 
instruction, specifications, and any amendments contained in this Invitation for bids. 
 
Signature also certifies the Vendors bid proposal is genuine, and is not in any way collusive or a sham; that the bid 
proposal is not made with the intent to restrict or prohibit competition; that the Vendor submitting the bid proposal has 
not revealed the contents of the proposal to, or in any way colluded with, any other Vendor which may compete for the 
contract; and that no other Vendor which may compete for the contract has revealed the contents of a proposal to, or 
in any way colluded with, the Vendor submitting this proposal. 
 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §35-393.06(B) and 35-391.06(A) the Contractor certifies that it does not have scrutinized business 
operations in Iran or Sudan and that they are in compliance with the Export Administration Act and not on the Excluded 
Parties List. 

 

 

CONTRACT NUMBER:  103111-1 S.O. Tower Installation and Radio Equipment Relocation 

 
 
Firm Submitting Proposal:    For clarification of this offer, contact: 

 
 
________________________________________ Name:  __________________________________ 
Company Name 

 
________________________________________ Phone No.:  ______________________________ 
Address   

       Fax   ____________________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
City                                State                                Zip  Email:  __________________________________ 
       
 
 
 
       ______________________________________ 
       Signature of Authorized Person to Sign 
 
       ______________________________________ 
       Printed Name 
 
       ______________________________________ 
       Title 

 
 
 
 
Proposal must be signed by a duly authorized officer(s) eligible to sign contract documents for the Firm. 
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ACCEPTANCE OF OFFER 

(For Gila County use only) 
 
 
 

The Offer is hereby Accepted: 
 

The Vendor ___________________________ is now bound to provide the materials or services listed in 

Invitation for Bid No.: 103111-1 including all terms and conditions, specifications, amendments, etc. and the 

Vendor’s Offer as accepted by County/public entity. 

 

The contract shall henceforth be referenced to as     Contract No. 103111-1    . The Vendor has been cautioned 

not to commence any billable work or to provide any material or service under this Contract until Vendor 

receives written notice to proceed from Gila County. 

 
 
 
Awarded this _________ day of ___________________, 2012 

 
 

GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Tommie C. Martin, Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

 
 

ATTEST: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board 
 
 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Bryan B. Chambers, Chief Deputy County Attorney 
 for Daisy Flores, County Attorney 
 



   

ARF-959     Regular Agenda Item      3- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Roads

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

1-24-12 to 1-23-13 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Advertise Invitation for Bids No. 110111-1 New 10 Wheel Dump Truck

Background Information
Many of the County's 10-wheel dump trucks need to be replaced due to their age, mileage and
availability of replacement parts.  As an example, one of the 10-wheel dump trucks is a 1987
Kenworth bought in July 1995 with 52,000 miles on it for $39,608. The mileage is now
168,248.  Parts for this truck are increasingly difficult to locate and the vin numbers on the
parts are different because it was repaired with other truck parts. Since the County has owned
this truck, a total of $111,883 has been spent on parts and labor.  This same truck has metal
fatigue and is in catastrophic failure. The rear suspension broke loose from the frame and it
could take an estimated $9,000 for repairs.

Evaluation
It is time to begin replacing the County's older dump trucks due to the high number of miles,
the difficulty in locating replacement parts, and concerns for employees' safety when operating
older trucks.  Depending on incentives provided by the winning bidder, the County may
choose to purchase one or more of these trucks or possibly enter into a lease-purchase
agreeement.

Conclusion
By purchasing one or more new 10-wheel dump trucks in the future, the County will provide
safer vehicles and there will be a reduction in the cost for repairs.  

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the
advertisement of Invitation for Bids No. 110111-1 for the purchase of one or more new
10-wheel dump trucks.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Invitation for Bids No.
110111-1 for the purchase of one or more new 10-wheel dump trucks to be used by the
Consolidated Roads Department.  (Steve Stratton)



Attachments
Request to Advertise Bid No. 110111-1
Call for Bids No. 110111-1 10-Wheel Dump Truck





 

 

 
 
 
 

GILA COUNTY  
 

NOTICE OF INVITATION FOR BID 
 
 

BID CALL 110111-1 
 

NEW 10 WHEEL DUMP TRUCK 
 
 
 

BIDDER’S INFORMATION 
CONTRACT DOCUMENTS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

*BOARD OF SUPERVISORS* 
Tommie C. Martin, Chairman 

Shirley L. Dawson, Vice Chairman 
Michael A. Pastor, Member 

 

 
 

*County Manager* 
Don E. McDaniel Jr. 
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GILA COUNTY 
PROCUREMENT GROUP 

NOTICE OF INVITATION FOR BID 
 

SOLICITATION NUMBER 
110111-1 

1400 E. Ash Street 
Globe,  Arizona 

85501 
 

 
 

BID DUE DATE:      January 6, 2012                             TIME:  11:00 AM 
 
DESCRIPTION:        New 10 Wheel Dump Truck 
 
Bid Opening Location:  GILA COUNTY  
    BOARD CONFERENCE ROOM #257 
    1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA  85501 
 
Bid Submittal Location:  GILA COUNTY PROCUREMENT, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ  85501 
     
 
In accordance with A.R.S. §41-2533, Invitation for Bid for the materials and services specified will be received 
by the Gila County Procurement Group at the above specified location until the time and date cited. 
 
Request for submittals after the specified date and time to the Procurement Group shall not be considered.  
To receive bid documents contact the Procurement Group at (928)402-8612. 
 
Additional instructions for preparing a bid are provided on pages 4-6 of the bid documents to Offerors as 
contained within the solicitation. 
 
The Board of Supervisors reserves the right to reject any or all bid proposals, or to accept any bid proposal, or 
to waive any informality in any bid proposal, or to withhold the award if deemed in the best interest of Gila 
County.  All procurement activities conducted by Gila County are in conformance with the rules and 
regulations of the Gila County Procurement Code.  A copy of the Code is available for review in the Deputy 
Clerk of the Board’s office, Globe, AZ. 
 
Arizona Silver Belt advertisement dates:   December 14 and 21, 2011 

 
BIDDERS ARE STRONGLY ENCOURAGED TO CAREFULLY READ THE ENTIRE SOLICITATION. 

 
Designated Department:       Gila County Consolidated Roads 
Phone Number: (928)200-1580 
 
 

 
Signed:  _____________________________________________________ Date:  ________________ 
  Bryan B. Chambers, Chief Deputy County Attorney 
                  for Daisy Flores, County Attorney 
 

Signed:  _____________________________________________________ Date:  ________________  
                Tommie C. Martin, Chairman, Board of Supervisors 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
GENERAL SCOPE OF WORK 

 

It is the intent of this solicitation to award a contract for the purchase or lease purchase of one or more New 
10 Wheel Dump Truck for the Gila County Consolidated Roads Department. 
 
See Minimum Specifications pages 12-16 and Price Sheet pages 18-19 for total price being proposed. 
 
Vendors who agree to provide the Minimum Proposal Specifications for this equipment shall be considered 
for award. 
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INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDORS 

 
IMPORTANT:  EXHIBIT “A”, INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDORS AND EXHIBIT “B”, VENDORS AWARD AGREEMENT 
ARE BASIC CONTENT TO GILA COUNTY BID PACKAGES.  INDIVIDUAL BIDS MAY REQUIRE DIFFERENT 
LANGUAGE FOR INSTRUCTIONS AND AWARD AGREEMENTS.  WHERE APPLICABLE, SUCH CHANGES WILL 
APPEAR IN EXHIBIT “C”, MINIMUM PRODUCT SPECIFICATIONS AND INFORMATION AND TAKE PRECEDENCE 
OVER THE LANGUAGE APPEARING IN EXHIBITS “A” & “B”. 
 
EXHIBIT “A” INSTRUCTIONS TO VENDORS 
 
Preparation of Sealed Bid Proposal 

A. Sealed Bids will be received by the Gila County Procurement, from individuals and vendors to 
deliver the product(s), goods and services contained to establish a contract for specified locations 
within Gila County.  The County seeks sealed bid proposals only from qualified, experienced 
vendors able to provide services which are, in all respects, responsive to the specifications.  All bid 
proposals shall be on the forms provided in this Invitation for Bid package.  It is permissible to copy 
these forms if required. 

 
B. Before submitting its Proposal and Qualification Form each vendor shall familiarize itself with the 

Scope of Work, laws, regulations and other factors affecting performance of work.  It shall carefully 
correlate its observations with requirements of the Contract and otherwise satisfy itself of the 
expense and difficulties attending the performance of the work.  The submission of a Proposal will 
constitute a representation of compliance by the vendor.  There will be no subsequent financial 
adjustment, other than that provided for by the Contract, for lack of such familiarization. 

 
C. Vendors must complete the Proposal and Qualifications Forms provided in this Request for 

Proposal package in full, original signature in ink, by the person(s) authorized to sign the Proposal 
and to be submitted at the time of bid, and made a part of this contract.  The County will use the 
Proposal and Qualifications Form in evaluating the capacity of vendor(s) to perform the Scope of 
Services as set forth in the Contract.  Failure of any Vendor to complete and submit the Price Sheet 
and Signature/Offer Page at time and place of opening shall be grounds for automatic 
disqualification of the vendor(s) from further consideration. 

 

D. The names of all persons authorized to sign the Proposal must also be legibly printed below the 
signature. Evidence of the authority of the person signing shall be furnished. 

 
E. The full name of each person or company interested in the Invitation for Bids shall be listed on the 

Proposal. 
 

F. No alterations in Proposals, or in the printed forms therefore, by erasures, interpolations, or 
otherwise will be acceptable unless each such alteration is signed or initialed by the vendor; if 
initialed, the County may require the vendor to identify any alteration so initialed. 

 
Amendments 

Any addendum issued as a result of any change in this Invitation for Bids must be acknowledged by all 
Vendors in the following manner: 
 

1. Completion of the Vendor Checklist & Addenda Acknowledgment form, page 22. 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

Instructions to Vendors continued….. 

 
Failure to indicate receipt of addenda in the above manner may result in a bid proposal being rejected as 
non-responsive. 
 
Inquires 

Any questions related to this IFB must be directed to those whose names appear on the Notice.  Questions 
should be submitted in writing when time permits.  The Gila County Supervisors, at their sole discretion, may 
require all questions be submitted in writing.   
 
Any correspondence related to a Invitation for Bids should refer to the appropriate Invitation for Bids 
number, page, and paragraph number.  However, the Vendor(s) must not place the IFB number on the 
outside of an envelope containing questions since such an envelope may be identified as a sealed Proposal 
and may not be opened until after the official IFB due date and time.  Questions received less than seven (7) 
working days prior to the date for opening Proposals will be answered only if time permits.    
 
Only questions answered by formal written addenda will be binding.  Oral and other interpretations or 
clarifications will be without legal effect.  An offeror shall not rely on verbal responses to inquires.  A verbal 
reply to an inquiry does not constitute a modification of the solicitation. 
 

A. Bid results ARE NOT provided in response to telephone inquires or email requests.  A tabulation of 
bids received is on file in the Gila County Board of Supervisors Office and will be available for review 
after contract award. 

 
Late Bids 

Any bid received later than the date and time specified on Notice for Sealed Bids shall not be considered.   
 
 
Submittal Bid Format: 

It is requested that One (1) Original and One (1) copies (2 TOTAL) with original signatures on all two (2) of 
the Proposal and Qualification Forms, Price Sheet, and Offer Page shall be submitted on the forms and in 
the format specified in the Invitation for Bid.  The County will not be liable for any cost incident to the 
preparation of Proposal, materials, reproductions, presentations, copy-right infringements, etc.  It is 
permissible to copy these forms if required.  Facsimiles or mailgrams shall not be considered. 
 
1. By signature in the offer section of the Offer and Acceptance page, Vendor certifies: 
 

A. The submission of the offer did not involve collusion or other anti-competitive practices. 
 

B. The Vendor has not given, offered to give, nor intends to give at any time hereafter, any 
economic opportunity, future employment, gift, loan, gratuity, special discount, trip, favor, or 
service to a public servant in connection with the submitted offer. 

 
C. In order to conserve resources, reduce procurement costs, improve timely acquisition and cost of 

supplies and to improve efficiency and economy of procurement, any political subdivision, State, 
County, City, Town, etc., of the State of Arizona, will be allowed by the Vendor(s) awarded the 
contract to provide the same services, at the same prices stated in the bid proposal.  Delivery 
charges may differentiate depending on geographical location. 

 
 
 



 6 

BID NO.:  110111-1 

Instructions to Vendors continued….. 

 
2. Bid proposals submitted early may be modified or withdrawn by notice to the party receiving proposals 

at the place and prior to the time designated for receipts of Proposals. 
 
3. The County is not responsible for any Vendor’s errors or omissions.  Negligence in preparing an offer 

confers no right to the Vendor unless the Vendor discovers and corrects such errors prior to the 
Proposal deadline. 

 

 

All bids shall be submitted in a sealed envelope.   
 A minimum of Two (2) copies with original signatures on both copies shall be provided by the 

Vendor.   
 The words “Invitation for Bid” with Title “New 10 Wheel Dump Truck”, Bid No., “110111-1”, Date 

“January 6, 2012”, and Time “11:00 AM” of Bid opening shall be written on the envelope.   
 The Vendor shall assume full responsibility for timely delivery at the location designated in the 

Notice. 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

 
Award of Contract   

1. The Gila County Board of Supervisors reserves the right to award any Bid by individual line item, by 
group of line items or as total, or any part thereof, whichever is deemed to be in the best interest, 
most advantageous of the County of Gila. 

 
a.   Notwithstanding any or other provisions of the Bid, the County reserves the right to:  

1.   Waive any immaterial defects or informalities; or 
2.   Reject any or all Proposals; or portions thereof; or 
3.   Reissue a Request for Proposal. 

 
2. It is the responsibility of the Gila County Board of Supervisors to let the County contracts to the 

lowest responsive and responsible Vendor(s).  To ensure that all Vendors are experienced, 
reasonably equipped and adequately financed to meet their contractual obligations, a determination 
of responsibility shall be made by the Gila County Board of Supervisors prior to contract award. 

 
3. Further, the County reserves the right to reject the Bid of any Vendor(s) who has previously failed to 

perform adequately after having once been awarded a prior Bid for furnishing and installing 
materials similar in nature. 

 
4. All submitted forms provided in this Invitation for Bids will be reviewed by the Gila County Board of 

Supervisors. 
 

5. Those Vendor(s) who, in the opinion of the Gila County Board of Supervisors, are best qualified and 
whose Bids are most advantageous to the County may be invited to appear before the Board for an 
oral review. 

 
6. The apparent successful Vendor(s) shall sign and file with the County, within ten (10) days after 

Notice of Intent to Award, all documents necessary to successfully execute the contract. 
 

Protests 

Only other Vendors who have submitted a bid proposal under this IFB have the right to protest.  A protest of 
an award must be filed within ten (10) days after the award by the Board of Supervisors.  A protest must be 
in writing and must include the following: 
 

A. Name, address and telephone number of the protester. 
B. Signature of the protester or its representative, and evidence of authority to sign. 
C. Identification of the contract and the solicitation or contract number. 
D. Detailed statement of the legal and factual grounds of protest including copies of relevant 

documents. 
E. The form of relief requested. 

 
All protests shall be sent to the attention of the Gila County Board of Supervisors, 1400 East Ash Street, 
Globe, Arizona  85501. 
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General Terms & Conditions continued….. 

 

Laws and Ordinances 

This agreement shall be enforced under the laws of the State of Arizona and Gila County.  Firm shall maintain 
in current status all Federal, State and Local licenses and permits required for the operation of the business 
conducted by the Firm.  The Firm shall comply with the applicable provisions of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (Public Law 101-336, 42 U.S.C. 12101-12213) and applicable federal regulations under the act. 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT “B” VENDOR AWARD AGREEMENT 

This exhibit shall serve as an example of the contract agreement to any Vendor, their agents, subcontractors 
and/or representatives, awarded this or any portion of this contract by the County, by submitting Bid 
proposals to this or any other solicitation requiring sealed bids, does hereby agree to the following 
provisions.  Proof of acceptance of these provisions will be the Vendor’s signature(s) appearing on page 23, 
VENDORS OFFER PAGE, Exhibit “D” Vendors Qualification and Certification forms(s) pages 17. 

 
Authority to Contract 

This contract shall be based upon the Invitation for Bids issued by the County and the offer submitted by the 
Vendor in response to the IFB.  The offer shall substantially conform to the terms, conditions, specifications 
and other requirements set forth within the text of the IFB.  The county reserves the right to clarify any 
contractual terms with the concurrence of the Vendor; however, any substantial non-conformity in the offer, 
as determined by the County Attorney, shall be deemed non-responsive and the offer rejected.  The contract 
shall contain the entire agreement between Gila County and the Vendor relating to these requirements and 
shall prevail over any and all previous agreements, contracts, proposals, negotiations, purchase orders, or 
master agreement in any form.  The contract activity is issued under the authority of the Gila County 
Manager, after the Gila County Board of Supervisors approves the award.  No alteration of any portion of the 
contract, any items or services awarded, or any other agreement that is based upon this contract may be 
made without express written approval of the Gila County Board of Supervisors in the form of an official 
contract amendment.  Any attempt to alter any documents on the part of the Vendor or any agency is a 
violation of the County Procurement Code.  Any such action is subject to the legal and contractual remedies 
available to the County inclusive, but not limited to, contract cancellation, suspension and/or debarment of 
the Vendor. 

 
Contract Amendments 

The contract shall be modified only by a written contract amendment signed by the Gila County Board of 
Supervisors and persons duly authorized to enter into contracts on behalf of the Vendor. 
 
Contract Default 

A. The County, by written notice of default to the Vendor, may terminate the whole or any part of this 
contract in any one of the following circumstances: 

 

1. If  the Vendor fails to make delivery of the supplies or to perform the services within the times 
specified; or 
 

2. If the Vendor fails to perform any of the other provisions of this contract; and fails to remedy 
the situation within a period of ten (10) days after receipt of notice. 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

General Terms & Conditions continued….. 

 
B. In the event the County terminates this contract in whole or part, the County may procure supplies 

or services similar to those terminated, and the Vendor shall be liable to the County for any excess 
costs for such similar supplies or services. 

 

Right to Assurance 

Whenever one party to this contract in good faith has reason to question the other party’s intent to perform, 
the other party may demand that the other party give a written assurance of this intent to perform.  In the 
event that a demand is made and no written assurance is given within five (5) days, the demanding party 
may treat this failure as an anticipatory repudiation of this contract. 

 

Costs and Payments 

Payments:  Payments shall comply with the requirements of A.R.S. Title 35 and 41, Net 30 days.  Upon receipt 
and acceptance of goods and services, the Vendor shall submit a complete and accurate invoice for payment.  
 
IRS W9 Form:  In order to receive payment the Vendor shall have a current IRS W9 Form on file with the 
County unless not required by law. 
 
Payment of Taxes:  The Vendor shall be responsible for paying all applicable taxes. 
 
Invoicing 

Each invoice shall include at a minimum: 
 Description of equipment 
 Vehicle Identification Number (VIN) or Serial Number 
 Purchase Order Number 

 
Original invoice shall be sent to the Gila County Accounts Payable office at 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ  85501.  
Invoices not sent to the proper address, or not containing the necessary and required information may delay 
payment to the contractor.  A contractor whose payments are delayed due to improper invoicing shall make 
no claim against the County for late or finance charges. 
 
The County will make every effort to process payment for the purchase of the item within (30) calendar days 
after the requesting department has conducted the necessary reviews and inspections as described herein.  
DELIVERY OF THE ITEM PROVIDED TO THE DEPARTMENT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE ACCEPTANCE. 

 
Risk and Liability 

The Contractor shall bear all loss of conforming material covered under this contract until received by 
authorized personnel at the location designated in the purchase order or contract.  Mere receipt does not 
constitute final acceptance.  The risk of loss for nonconforming materials shall remain with the Contractor 
regardless of receipt. 
 

Force Majeure 

Except for payment of sums due, neither party shall be liable to the other nor deemed in default under this 
contract if and to the extent that such party’s performance of this contract is prevented by reason for force 
majeure.  The term “force majeure” means an occurrence that is beyond the control of the party affected 
and occurs without its fault or negligence.  Without limiting the foregoing, force majeure includes acts of 
God; acts of the public enemy; war; riots; strikes; mobilization; labor disputes; civil disorders; fire; flood;  
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General Terms & Conditions continued….. 

 
lockouts; injunctions-intervention-acts; or failures or refusals to act by government authority; and other 
similar occurrences beyond the control of the party declaring force majeure which such party is unable to 
prevent by exercising reasonable diligence. 
 
Force Majeure shall not include the following occurrences: 

 Late delivery of equipment or materials caused by congestion at a manufacturer’s plant or 
elsewhere, or an oversold condition of the market. 

 Late performance by a subcontractor unless the delay arises out of a force majeure occurrence in 
accordance with this force majeure term and condition; or 

 Inability of either the Contractor or any subcontractor to acquire or maintain any required insurance, 
bonds, licenses or permits. 
 

If either party is delayed at any time in the progress of the work by force majeure, the delayed party shall 
notify the other party in writing of such delay, as soon as is practicable and no later than the following 
working day, of the commencement thereof and shall specify the causes of such delay in such notice.  Such 
notice shall be delivered or mailed certified-return receipt and shall make a specific reference to this article, 
thereby invoking its provisions.  The delayed party shall cause such delay to cease as soon as practicable and 
shall notify the other party in writing when it has done so.  The time of completion shall be extended by 
Contract Amendment for a period of time equal to the time that results or effects of such delay prevent the 
delayed party from performing in accordance with this contract. 
 
Any delay or failure in performance by either party hereto shall not constitute default hereunder or give rise 
to any claim for damages or loss of anticipated profits if, and to the extent that such delay or failure is caused 
by force majeure.   
 
Overcharges by Antitrust Violations 

The County maintains that, in actual practice, overcharges resulting from antitrust violations are borne by the 
purchaser.  Therefore, to the extent permitted by law, the Vendor hereby assigns to the County any and all 
claims for such overcharges as to the goods or services used to fulfill the contract. 
 
Liens 

The Supplier warrants that the materials supplied under this contract are free of liens and shall remain free 
of liens. 
 
Quality 

Unless otherwise modified elsewhere in these terms and conditions, the Contractor warrants that, for one 
year after acceptance by the County of the materials, they shall be: 

 Of a quality to pass without objection in the trade under the Contract description; 
 Fit for the intended purposes for which the materials are used; 
 Within the variations permitted by the Contract are of even kind, quantity, and quality within each 

unit and among all units; and 
 Conform to the written promises of affirmations of fact made by the Contractor. 

 
Fitness 

The Contractor warrants that any material supplied to the County shall fully conform to all requirements of 
the contract and all representations of the Contractor, and shall be fit for all purposes and uses required by 
the contract. 
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General Terms & Conditions continued….. 

 
 Co-op Use of Contract – Intergovernmental Purchasing 

Gila County has entered into an active purchasing agreement with other political subdivisions, cities, and 
towns of the State of Arizona in order to conserve resources, reduce procurement costs and improve timely 
acquisition and cost of supplies, equipment and services.  The vendor(s) to whom this contract is awarded 
may be requested by other parties of said interactive purchasing agreements to extend to those parties the 
right to purchase supplies, equipment and services provided by the vendor under this contract, pursuant to 
the terms and conditions stated herein.  Any such usage by other entities must be in accord with the rules 
and regulations of the respective entity and the approval of the Vendor. 

 

Cancellation of County Contracts 

This contract is subject to the cancellation provisions of A.R.S. §38-511. 
 
Termination of Contract 

The County, with or without cause, may terminate this contract at any time by mutual written consent, or by 
giving thirty (30) days written notice to you.  The County at its convenience, by written notice, may terminate 
this contract, in whole or in part.  If this contract is terminated, the County shall be liable only for payment 
under the payment provisions of this contract for the services rendered and accepted material received by 
the County before the effective date of termination. 
 
The County reserves the right to cancel the whole or any part of this contract due to failure of the Vendor(s) 
to carry out any term, promise, or condition of the contract.  The County will issue a written ten (10) day 
notice of default to Vendor for acting or failing to act as in any of the following: 
 

1. In the opinion of the County, the Vendor fails to perform adequately the stipulations, conditions or 
services/specifications required in the contract. 

2. In the opinion of the County, the Vendor attempts to impose on the County material products, or 
workmanship, which is of unacceptable quality.  

3. Vendor fails to furnish the required service and/or product within the time stipulated in the contract. 
4. In the opinion of the County, the Vendor fails to make progress in the performance of the 

requirements of the contract and/or give the County a positive indication that Vendor will not or 
cannot perform to the requirements of the contract. 

 
Each payment obligation of the County created hereby is conditioned upon the availability of County, State 
and Federal funds, which are appropriated or allocated for the payment of such an obligation.  If funds are 
not allocated by the County and available for the continuance of service herein contemplated, the contract 
period for the service may be terminated by the County at the end of the period for which funds are 
available.  The County shall notify the Vendor at the earliest possible time which service may be affected by a 
shortage of funds.  No penalty shall accrue to the County in the event this provision is exercised, and the 
County shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments due or for any damages as a result of 
termination under this paragraph. 
 
General 
After receipt of all proposals, each submittal shall be screened to determine if any shall be deemed non-
responsive.  Unsigned proposals, unacknowledged Addenda, incomplete proposals, non-conformance with 
mandatory requirements, etc., may result in the determination of non-responsive.   
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MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS 

 
EXHIBIT “C” MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS FOR:    New 10 Wheel Dump Truck 
 
Purpose:  It is the intent of Gila County to establish, by this Request for Proposals, the contract to purchase a 
10 Wheel Dump Truck. 
 
This specification is intended to describe the type, size, and quality, which will best meet the demands of the 
using department.  It is NOT intended to favor any one brand or make.  The mention of brand names or 
components merely serves to specify the quality or general type required. 
 
SECTION 1.0 

General:   
1.1 All product specifications are minimum.  Vendor must provide product specification sheet.  
 
1.2 Vendor should have adequate manufacturing / stock facilities to serve the needs of Gila County. 

 
1.3 All proposals must represent the entire package.   

 
1.4 The parties specifically understand and agree that the quantities used for bidding purposes are 

estimates of County needs and in no event shall the County be obligated to purchase the exact 
quantities of any item set forth in the proposal.  The County does not guarantee any maximum or 
minimum amounts of purchase. 

 
SECTION 2.0 

Bid Pricing: 
2.1 The Vendor shall submit the proposal in the form of a firm unit price for a New 10 Wheel Dump 

Truck during the contract period. Initial contract period is twelve (12) months.  Vendor shall 
incorporate all freight, profit, and discount into their price.  The exception will be any price 
reduction, which will be applied to the contract immediately upon the Vendor’s or Gila County’s 
discovery of any such price reduction.   
 

2.2 The term of the contract shall commence upon award and shall remain in effect for the period the 
services are performed, canceled or extended as otherwise provided herein.  Profit costs for 
extensions(s) may be negotiated should the Contractor provide information indicating the 
necessity for such price increases and must meet the Board of Supervisor’s approval prior to any 
such extension.  

 
SECTION 3.0 

Ordering and Delivery: 
3.1 ORDERING:  Gila County does not warrant the order quantity of any equipment prior to actual 

need.  Gila County’s Public Works personnel may re-order equipment as it becomes necessary or 
based on the required needs within the County during the term of this contract. 

 
3.2 PRODUCT DELIVERY Location:  Fleet Management Department, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ  85501.  

The Board of Supervisors may designate other or alternate delivery sites at any time during the 
term of the contract.   
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Minimum Specifications continued….. 

 
3.3 Vendor shall retain title and control of all goods until they are delivered and the contract of 

coverage has been completed.  All risks of transportation and all related charges shall be the 
responsibility of the Vendor.  All claims for visible or concealed damage shall be filed by the 
Vendor.  The County will assist the Vendor in arranging for inspection. 

 
SECTION 4.0 

Minimum Specifications 

Listed below are the desired specifications for a new 10 wheel dump truck.  Any exceptions to the 
specifications must be explained. 

 
Set Back Axel 
White Exterior:  Dump body primed and painted to match  
58,000 Gross Vehicle Weight (GCVW) 
Air Condition 
Power Steering 
Air Shift Power Take Off (PTO): Tail gate controls within drivers reach 
Right and Left Hand Grab Handles 
Air Suspension Drivers Side Seat 
AM/FM Radio 
370-400 Horse Power 
Jake Brake or Equivalent 
Silicon Water Hoses Where Possible 
Right Side Vertical Exhaust with Turnout Tip 
Steel 50-75 Gallon Drivers Side Step Tank 
Air Dryer 
18,000 Pound Steer Axel with Wet Bearings 
Steel Front Hubs 
40-44,000 Pound Rear Axel 
4.10-4.44 Ratio Depending on Performance Calculations 
11-22.5 Michelin 14ply Rear Tires or Equivalent 
315 80 22.5 20ply Michelin Front Tires or Equivalent 
52” Hendrickson or Equivalent 
10 Speed Eaton RTO14980LL with Low and Overdrive:  Synthetic oil fill or equivalent 
Hot Shift PTO Spicer/Chelsea (No Muncie):  Direct mount hydraulic pump S-Cam brakes on all axels 
16 Foot Crysteel Fortress or Williams Rock Body or Equivalent 
Half Cab Guard 
4” I Beam Cross Sills on 16” Centers or Equivalent 
¼” A/R Floor and Sides or Equivalent 
5 (per side) Boxed Vertical Side Bracing:  Full depth corner posts or equivalent 
Air Lift Tail Gate 
¼”  /  6” X 12” Spread Apron 
Right Side Frame Mounted 36” Lockable Weather Tight Chain Box 
33 Ton Pintle Hook with ¾” Plate, Trailer Wiring and Glad Hands 
All Required Department of Transportation (DOT) Lighting, safety equipment and signage 
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Minimum Specifications continued….. 

 
Manuals 

The Contractor shall furnish the following manuals, in paper or CD format, costs of these manuals are 
inclusive of the contracted price: 
 

 Operators Manual 
 Parts Manual 
 Service & Repair Manual 

 
The manuals and schematics supplied shall provide complete and comprehensive information on all 
equipment components and accessories, as supplied to comply with this Specification. 
 
General Requirement 

Item shall be complete with all equipment and accessories necessary for safe and efficient operation. 
 
It is intended that the vendor in the selection of components will use material and design practices that are 
the best available in the industry for the type of operating conditions to which the item will be subjected.  All 
parts, equipment and accessories shall conform in strength, quality of material and workmanship to 
recognized industry standards. 
 
The item shall not include a major component that is of a prototype nature or has not been in production for 
a sufficient length of time to demonstrate reliability. 
 
Indemnification Clause 

Contractor shall indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless the County of Gila and its officers, officials, 
agents, and employees (hereinafter referred to as “Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, actions, 
liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses (including court costs, attorneys’ fees, and costs of claim processing, 
investigation and litigation) (hereinafter referred to as “Claims”) for bodily injury or personal injury (including 
death), or loss or damage to tangible or intangible property caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in 
part, by the negligent or willful acts or omissions of Contractor or any of its owners, officers, directors, 
agents, employees or subcontractors.  This indemnity includes any claim or amount arising out of or 
recovered under the Workers’ Compensation Law or arising out of the failure of such contractor to conform 
to any federal, state or local law, statute, ordinance, rule, regulation or court decree.  It is the specific 
intention of the parties that the Indemnitee shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the 
negligent or willful acts or omissions of the Indemnitee, be indemnified by Contractor from and against any 
and all claims.  It is agreed that Contractor will be responsible for primary loss investigation, defense and 
judgment costs where this indemnification is applicable.  In consideration of the award of this contract, the 
Contractor agrees to waive all rights of subrogation against the County, its officers, officials, agents and 
employees for losses arising from the work performed by the Contractor for the County. 
 

Insurance Requirements 
Contractor and subcontractors shall procure and maintain until all of their obligations have been discharged, 
including any warranty periods under this Contract are satisfied, insurance against claims for injury to 
persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work 
hereunder by the Contractor, his agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.   
 
The insurance requirements herein are minimum requirements for this Contract and in no way limit the 
indemnity covenants contained in this Contract.  The County in no way warrants that the minimum limits 
contained herein are sufficient to protect the Contractor from liabilities that might arise out of the 
performance of the work under this contract by the Contractor, his agents, representatives, employees or 
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subcontractors and Contractor is free to purchase additional insurance as may be determined necessary.  
 
A. MINIMUM SCOPE AND LIMITS OF INSURANCE:  Contractor shall provide coverage with limits of 

liability not less than those stated below. 
 
 1. Commercial General Liability – Occurrence Form 

Policy shall include bodily injury, property damage and broad form contractual liability coverage. 

 General Aggregate $2,000,000 

 Products – Completed Operations Aggregate $1,000,000 

 Personal and Advertising Injury $1,000,000 

 Each Occurrence $1,000,000 

a. The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language: "The 
County of Gila shall be named as an additional insured with respect to liability arising out 
of the activities performed by, or on behalf of the Contractor". 

 
2. Worker's Compensation and Employers' Liability 

 Workers' Compensation Statutory 
 Employers' Liability  

 Each Accident $100,000 
 Disease – Each Employee $100,000 
 Disease – Policy Limit $500,000 

a. Policy shall contain a waiver of subrogation against the County of Gila. 
 

3. Automobile Liability 
  Bodily Injury and Property Damage for any owned, hired, and non-owned vehicles used in the 

performance of this Contract. 

  Combined Single Limit (CSL) $1,000,000 

a. The policy shall be endorsed to include the following additional insured language: "The 
County of Gila shall be named as an additional insured with respect to liability arising out 
of the activities performed by, or on behalf of the Contractor, including automobiles 
owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the Contractor". 

 
B. ADDITIONAL INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS:  The policies shall include, or be endorsed to include, the 

following provisions: 

1. On insurance policies where the County of Gila is named as an additional insured, the County of 
Gila shall be an additional insured to the full limits of liability purchased by the Contractor even if 
those limits of liability are in excess of those required by this Contract. 

2. The Contractor's insurance coverage shall be primary insurance and non-contributory with respect 
to all other available sources. 

3. Coverage provided by the Contractor shall not be limited to the liability assumed under the 
indemnification provisions of this Contract. 

 
C. NOTICE OF CANCELLATION:  Each insurance policy required by the insurance provisions of this Contract 

shall provide the required coverage and shall not be suspended, voided, canceled, reduced in coverage 
or endorsed to lower limits except after thirty (30) days prior written notice has been given to the 
County.  Such notice shall be sent directly to Purchasing Department, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, Arizona, 
85501, and shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested. 
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D. ACCEPTABILITY OF INSURERS:  Insurance is to be placed with insurers duly licensed or approved 
unlicensed companies in the state of Arizona and with an “A.M. Best” rating of not less than B+ VI.  The 
County in no way warrants that the above-required minimum insurer rating is sufficient to protect the 
Contractor from potential insurer insolvency. 

 
E. VERIFICATION OF COVERAGE:  Contractor shall furnish the County with certificates of insurance 

(ACORD form or equivalent approved by the County) as required by this Contract.  The certificates for 
each insurance policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its 
behalf. 

 
 All certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by the County before work 

commences.  Each insurance policy required by this Contract must be in effect at or prior to 
commencement of work under this Contract and remain in effect for the duration of the project.  
Failure to maintain the insurance policies as required by this Contract or to provide evidence of 
renewal is a material breach of contract. 

 
 All certificates required by this Contract shall be sent directly to Purchasing Department, 1400 E. Ash 

St., Globe, Arizona, 85501.  The County project/contract number and project description shall be noted 
on the certificate of insurance.  The County reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of 
all insurance policies required by this Contract at any time.  

 
F. SUBCONTRACTORS:  Contractors’ certificate(s) shall include all subcontractors as additional insured’s 

under its policies or Contractor shall furnish to the County separate certificates and endorsements for 
each subcontractor.  All coverage’s for subcontractors shall be subject to the minimum requirements 
identified above. 

 
G. APPROVAL:  Any modification or variation from the insurance requirements in this Contract shall be 

made by the County Attorney, whose decision shall be final.  Such action will not require a formal 
Contract amendment, but may be made by administrative action. 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
QUALIFICATION AND CERTIFICATION FORMS 

 
EXHIBIT “D” VENDORS QUALIFICATION AND REFERENCE LIST 
 
PURPOSE 

This exhibit shall serve as a requirement to enable the evaluation team to assess the qualifications of 
Vendors under consideration for final award.  The information may or may not be a determining factor in 
award. 
 

CONTACT NUMBER 110111-1 New 10 Wheel Dump Truck 
 
The applicant submitting this Bid Proposal warrants the following: 
 

1. Name, Address, and Telephone Number of Principal Vendor: 

________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 

2. Had Vendor (under its present or any previous name) ever failed to complete a contract? 
________ Yes   ________No.  If “Yes”, give details including the date, the contracting agency,  And 
the reason Vendor failed to perform in the narrative part of this Contract. 

 
3. Has Vendor (under its present or any previous name) ever been disbarred or prohibited from 

competing for a contract?  ________ Yes   ________ No.  If “Yes”, give details, including the date, the 
contracting agency, the reasons for the Vendors disqualifications, and whether this disqualification 
remains in effect in the narrative part of this Contract. 

 
4. Has a contracting agency ever terminated a contract with the Vendor prior to contract expiration 

(under your firm’s present or any previous name) prior to end of contract period?  ________ Yes   
________No.  If “Yes”, give details including the date, the contracting agency, and the reasons offer 
was terminated in the narrative part of this Contract. 

 
5. Vendor must also provide at least the following information: 

a. A Cost Proposal shall be submitted on the Price Sheet, attached hereon and made a full part 
of this contract by this reference. 

b. Gila County reserves the right to request additional information. 
 
 
 

___________________________________________ 
Signature of Authorized Person to Sign 
 
___________________________________________ 
Printed Name 
 
___________________________________________ 
Title 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
PRICE SHEET 

Complete and Return this form for the total price being proposed.   

Gila County is requesting prices for Cash purchase and Lease/Purchase if available.  
Attach any pertinent cost breakdowns, sub-totals of component cost, etc. to this proposal-pricing page.  If 
the equipment does not conform to a Specification state the variance from the Specification. 
 
Vendor Name:  ___________________________________________ Phone #: ______________________ 
 
Equipment Make & Model:  __________________________________________________________________ 

 

New 10 Wheel Dump Truck Meets Specifications 

Minimum Specifications YES NO 

Set Back Axel   
White Exterior:  Dump body primed and painted to match    
   
58,000 Gross Vehicle Weight (GCVW)   
Air Condition   
Power Steering   
Air Shift Power Take Off (PTO): Tail gate controls within drivers reach   
Right and Left Hand Grab Handles   
Air Suspension Drivers Side Seat   
AM/FM Radio   
   
370-400 Horse Power   
Jake Brake or Equivalent   
Silicon Water Hoses Where Possible   
Right Side Vertical Exhaust with Turnout Tip   
Steel 50-75 Gallon Drivers Side Step Tank   
Air Dryer   
   
18,000 Pound Steer Axel with Wet Bearings   
Steel Front Hubs   
40-44,000 Pound Rear Axel   
4.10-4.44 Ratio Depending on Performance Calculations   
11-22.5 Michelin 14ply Rear Tires or Equivalent   
315 80 22.5 20ply Michelin Front Tires or Equivalent   
52” Hendrickson or Equivalent   
   
10 Speed Eaton RTO14980LL with Low and Overdrive:  Synthetic oil fill or 
equivalent 

  

Hot Shift PTO Spicer/Chelsea (No Muncie):  Direct mount hydraulic pump S-
Cam brakes on all axels 

  

16 Foot Crysteel Fortress or Williams Rock Body or Equivalent   
Half Cab Guard   
4” I Beam Cross Sills on 16” Centers or Equivalent   
¼” A/R Floor and Sides or Equivalent   
5 (per side) Boxed Vertical Side Bracing:  Full depth corner posts or equivalent   
Air Lift Tail Gate   
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¼”  /  6” X 12” Spread Apron   
Right Side Frame Mounted 36” Lockable Weather Tight Chain Box   
33 Ton Pintle Hook with ¾” Plate, Trailer Wiring and Glad Hands   
All Required Department of Transportation (DOT) Lighting, safety equipment 
and signage 

  

 
OTHER – PLEASE SPECIFY: 
 

  

   

 
 

 

10 Wheel Dump Truck Cost Break Down of Cash Purchase 
                                                                            
                      SUBTOTAL COST 

 
$ 

                                                                                              

                     TAXES 
 

$ 

                                                                       
                     OTHER COSTS or DISCOUNTS (Specify) 

 
$ 

                                        

                     TOTAL COST OF DELIVERED 10 WHEEL DUMP TRUCK for CASH 

 

$ 

 
 

 

10 Wheel Dump Truck Cost Break Down of Lease Purchase 
                                                                            
                        SUBTOTAL COST 

 
$ 

                                                                                              

                        TAXES 
 

$ 

                        MINIMUM DOWN $ 

                      
                       3 Years Interest at ________  percent 

 
$ 

               

                        OTHER COSTS or DISCOUNTS (Specify) 

 

$ 

                                        

                        TOTAL COST AT END OF CONTRACT 

 

$ 

Is there a pre-payment penalty in the contract? No _____  Yes ______  

Please provide Lease Purchase contract copy as an attachment for our 
review and consideration of this bid.   

 

 

Multiple Purchase Discount Offered? IF Yes, please explain ___________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Estimated Date of Delivery:  ______________________________ 

Delivery Location:  Fleet Management Department, 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ   

Vendor Name:  ___________________________________________________________________ 

Individual Contact Name Providing Information:  ________________________________________     
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
AFFIDAVIT BY VENDOR 

CERTIFYING THAT THERE WAS NO COLLUSION 
IN BIDDING FOR CONTRACT 

 
STATE OF ARIZONA  ) 

)ss 
COUNTY OF:   ) 
 

_________________________________________________________________________________                                                                                  
(Name of Individual) being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

 
That he is 
_________________________________________________________________________________ 
                                                                                (Title)  

of____________________________________________________________________________   and 
                                                                          (Name of Business) 

 
 

That he is bidding on Gila County Bid No. 110111-1 New 10 Wheel Dump Truck, 
 
 

That neither he nor anyone associated with the said ________________________________  

__________________________________________________________________________________ 
                                                                     (Name of Business) 

 
has, directly or indirectly entered into any agreement, participated in any collusion or otherwise 
taken any action in restraint of free competitive bidding in connection with the above mentioned 
project. 

 

 

        ___________________________________ 
Name of Business 

 
___________________________________  
By 

 
___________________________________ 
Title 

 

 
 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this ____________ day of _________________________, 20_______. 

 
 
_______________________________________________________               My Commission expires: 
Notary Public                
              ______________________________ 
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BID NO.:  110111-1 

 
LEGAL ARIZONA WORKERS ACT COMPLIANCE 

 
Vendor hereby warrants that it will at all times during the term of this Contract  comply with all federal immigration 
laws applicable to Vendor’s employment of its employees, and with the requirements of A.R.S. § 23-214 (A) (together 
the “State and Federal Immigration Laws”).  Vendor shall further ensure that each subcontractor who performs any 
work for Vendor under this contract likewise complies with the State and Federal Immigration Laws. 
  
County shall have the right at any time to inspect the books and records of Vendor and any subcontractor in order to 
verify such party’s compliance with the State and Federal Immigration Laws.   
 
 Any breach of Vendor’s or any subcontractor’s warranty of compliance with the State and Federal Immigration Laws, or 
of any other provision of this section, shall be deemed to be a material breach of this Contract subjecting Vendor to 
penalties up to and including suspension or termination of this Contract. If the breach is by a subcontractor, and the 
subcontract is suspended or terminated as a result, Vendor shall be required to take such steps as may be necessary to 
either self-perform the services that would have been provided under the subcontract or retain a replacement 
subcontractor, as soon as possible so as not to delay project completion.   
 
 Vendor shall advise each subcontractor of County’s rights, and the subcontractor’s obligations, under this Article by 
including a provision in each subcontract substantially in the following form: 
 “Subcontractor hereby warrants that it will at all times during the term of this contract comply with all federal  
immigration laws applicable to Subcontractor’s employees, and with the requirements of A.R.S. § 23-214 (A). 
Subcontractor further agrees that County may inspect the Subcontractor’s books and records to insure that 
Subcontractor is in compliance with these requirements.  Any breach of this paragraph by Subcontractor will be deemed 
to be a material breach of this contract subjecting Subcontractor to penalties up to and including suspension or 
termination of this contract.”  
  
Any additional costs attributable directly or indirectly to remedial action under this Article shall be the responsibility of 
Vendor.  In the event that remedial action under this Article results in delay to one or more tasks on the critical path of 
Vendor’s approved construction or critical milestones schedule, such period of delay shall be deemed excusable delay 
for which Vendor shall be entitled to an extension of time, but not costs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

_____________________________________________ 
 Signature of Authorized Representative 
 
     
 _____________________________________________ 
 Printed Name 
 
     
 _____________________________________________ 
 Title 
    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BID NO.:  110111-1 
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BIDDERS CHECKLIST & ADDENDA ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that all Bid Documents shall be completed and/or executed and submitted with 
this IFB.  If bidder fails to complete and/or execute any portion of the Bid Documents, this IFB will be 
determined to be “non-responsive” and rejected. 
 
 
CHECKLIST: 
 

REQUIRED DOCUMENT                    COMPLETED / EXECUTED 
 

QUALIFICATION & CERTIFICATION FORM    ___________ 

PRICE SHEET       ___________ 

NO COLLUSION AFFADAVIT     ___________ 

LEGAL ARIZONA WORKS ACT COMPLIANCE    ___________ 

OFFER PAGE       ___________ 

 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF ADDENDA:       
 
                        #1                #2                  #3                       #4                           #5 
Initials  __________          __________          __________          __________          __________  
 
Date  __________          __________          __________          __________          __________         

 
 
 

Signed and dated this _________ day of _____________________, 20____ 

 
 
 

           __________________________________________________ 
                                                   VENDOR: 
 

           __________________________________________________ 
                                                    BY:   
 

 
 
 
Each proposal shall be sealed in an envelope addressed to the Gila County Procurement Group and bearing the 
following statement on the outside of the envelope:  Invitation for Bids No. 110111-1 New 10 Wheel Dump Truck.  All 
proposals shall be filed with the Gila County Procurement Group at 1400 E. Ash St., Globe, AZ on or before January 6, 
2012, 11:00 AM. 
 
 

BID NO.:  110111-1 
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OFFER PAGE  

 
TO GILA COUNTY: 

The undersigned hereby offers and agrees to furnish the material or service in compliance with all terms and conditions, 
instruction, specifications, and any amendments contained in this Invitation for bids. 
 
Signature also certifies the Vendors bid proposal is genuine, and is not in any way collusive or a sham; that the bid 
proposal is not made with the intent to restrict or prohibit competition; that the Vendor submitting the bid proposal has 
not revealed the contents of the proposal to, or in any way colluded with, any other Vendor which may compete for the 
contract; and that no other Vendor which may compete for the contract has revealed the contents of a proposal to, or 
in any way colluded with, the Vendor submitting this proposal. 
 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §35-393.06(B) and 35-391.06(A) the Contractor certifies that it does not have scrutinized business 
operations in Iran or Sudan and that they are in compliance with the Export Administration Act and not on the Excluded 
Parties List. 
 

 

CONTRACT NUMBER:  110111-1 New 10 Wheel Dump Truck 

 
 
Firm Submitting Proposal:    For clarification of this offer, contact: 

 
 
________________________________________ Name:  __________________________________ 
Company Name 

 
________________________________________ Phone No.:  ______________________________ 
Address   

       Fax   ____________________________________ 
_________________________________________ 
City                                State                                Zip  Email:  __________________________________ 
       
 
 
 
       ______________________________________ 
       Signature of Authorized Person to Sign 

 
       ______________________________________ 
       Printed Name 

 
       ______________________________________ 
       Title 

 
 
 
 
Proposal must be signed by a duly authorized officer(s) eligible to sign contract documents for the Firm. 
 

BID NO.:  110111-1 
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ACCEPTANCE OF OFFER 

(For Gila County use only) 
 
 
 

The Offer is hereby Accepted: 
 

The Vendor ___________________________ is now bound to provide the materials or services listed in 

Invitation for Bid No.: 110111-1 including all terms and conditions, specifications, amendments, etc. and the 

Vendor’s Offer as accepted by County/public entity. 

 

The contract shall henceforth be referenced to as     Contract No. 110111-1    . The Vendor has been cautioned 

not to commence any billable work or to provide any material or service under this Contract until Vendor 

receives written notice to proceed from Gila County. 

 
 
 
Awarded this _________ day of ___________________, 2012 

 
 

GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Tommie C. Martin, Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

 
 

ATTEST: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board 
 
 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 __________________________________________________ 
 Bryan B. Chambers, Chief Deputy County Attorney 
 for Daisy Flores, County Attorney 
 

 
 



   

ARF-877     Regular Agenda Item      3- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Roads

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

1-10-2012 to 1-9-2013 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Advertise Invitation for Bids No. 092111-1 to Purchase CRS-2 Chip Seal Oil

Background Information
The current contract for a supplier to provide CRS-2 chip seal oil expired on October 8, 2011.

Evaluation
The Consolidated Roads Department requires CRS-2 chip seal oil in order to provide
maintenance and repair of roads in Gila County.  The request to advertise will allow the Roads
Department the ability to contract a supplier to provide the CRS-2 product.

Conclusion
Invitation for Bids No. 092111-1 will allow suppliers the opportunity to provide the County
with a proposal in order to supply CRS-2 chip seal oil for road repair and maintenace.  

The IFB will advertise on December 14th and 21st and the bid due date will be December 29,
2011.

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the request to
advertise on Invitation for Bids No. 092111-1 for CRS-2 chip seal oil.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Invitation for Bids No.
092111-1 for the purchase of CRS-2 chip seal oil for Gila County road repair and
maintenance.  (Steve Stratton)

Attachments
Request to Advertise Bid No. 092111-1
Invitation for Bid No. 092111-1 CRS-2 Chip Seal Oil































































   

ARF-964     Regular Agenda Item      3- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Administration

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

11-1-2011 to 10-31-2031 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Solar Power Purchase Agreement with Tioga Solar Gila, LLC to generate and sell electricity to
Gila County for the County's Central Heights Complex

Background Information
Gila County currently has a Power Purchase Agreement in place with Tioga Solar Gila, LLC for
the Gila County Courthouse for solar carport structures.  The new Power Purchase Agreement
with Tioga will be for the County's Central Heights Complex.

Evaluation
In the agreement all costs associated with the construction and long-term maintenance will be
paid for by Tioga until such time as the contract ends in 20 years or is terminated for any
other cause. The solar panels will be set on top of the carport structures and will benefit the
public as well as County employees. Energy purchase rate will be $0.077 per kWh.

Conclusion
The Central Heights Complex will benefit from solar energy savings from this Power Purchase
Agreement as well as enjoy covered parking.  By adding Central Heights along with the
Courthouse, the Courthouse energy purchase rate will be lowered from $0.080 to $0.077, the
same as Central Heights.

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the Power
Purchase Agreement with Tioga Solar Gila, LLC.  The term of the contract will be 20 years.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve a Power Purchase Agreement between Tioga Solar
Gila, LLC and Gila County at the Central Heights Complex whereby Tioga will provide for
privately owned solar photo-voltaic energy generating systems to Gila County in the amount of
$0.077 per kWh for a 20 year term.  (Steve Stratton)

Attachments
Tioga Power Purchase Agreement for Central Heights



Legal Explanation

















































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-918     Regular Agenda Item      3- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Robert Hickman,
Facilities Manager

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Facilities

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

2-1-2011 to 1-31-12 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment E to Copper Mountain Inn, Inc. Lease Agreement

Background Information
Effective February 1, 2001, Copper Mountain Inn, Inc. and Gila County entered into a Lease
Agreement whereby Gila County leases office space located at 1100 Monroe Street, Globe,
Arizona.

Evaluation
There have been multiple amendments made  to the Lease Agreement: Item “A”, Board
approved February 27, 2001, original agreement under Owner’s previous name of Mountain
Professional Office Building;  Item “B”, Board approved May 31, 2001, added 2,513 square foot
to existing lease amount and Owner name changed to Copper Mountain Inn, Inc.;  Item “C”,
Board approved September 25, 2001, changed the rate per square foot charged for the office
area occupied by AHCCCS.;  Item “D”, Board approved February 2, 2003, extended lease
through July 31, 2003, with automatic renewals every year thereafter unless either party gives
a sixty (60) day notice to the other to terminate.

Amendment-Item “E” to the Lease Agreement shall reflect the correct amount charged per
square foot and the square foot currently occupied by the County since the Gila County Public
Fiduciary vacated the premises. The only County department currently leasing office space
under this Lease Agreement is the Gila County Probation Department.

Conclusion
The amount of space being leased is 9,213 square feet. The lease rate shall be $1.32166612
per square foot and shall remain so for the term of this agreement unless written notice is
received by the County from the Owner of an increase or decrease in amount and amendment
to the Lease Agreement is completed reflecting such change.   The monthly lease shall be
$12,176.51,

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve Amendment
"E" to the Lease Agreement with Copper Mountain Inn, Inc.

Suggested Motion



Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve Amendment E to the Copper Mountain Inn, Inc.
Lease Agreement whereby the County leases office space at 1100 Monroe Street, Globe,
Arizona, in the monthly amount of $12,176.51.  (Steve Stratton)

Attachments
Amendment E to Copper Mtn. Lease
Amendment D to Copper Mtn. Lease
Amendment C to Copper Mtn. Lease
Amendment B to Copper Mtn. Lease
Original Copper Mtn. Lease 
Legal Explanation























GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-985     Regular Agenda Item      3- G             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Joseph
Heatherly,
Finance Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Finance Department

Fiscal Year: FY2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

12-1-11 to 11-30-12 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: Joseph Heatherly

Information
Request/Subject
Reconsideration of Contract 070111-1 between Gila County and G. B. Home Cleaning
for Janitorial Service of Globe County Facilities

Background Information
G. B. Home Cleaning was awarded Bid No. 070111-1 on November 15, 2011, by the
Board of Supervisors in the amount of the monthly proposed cost of $6,536.43.  (Total
award = $78,437.16 per year + floor maintenance and incidentals at $26,562.84 for a
total yearly cost of $105,000.)

Evaluation
On November 15, 2011, the contractor was mailed a letter of notification explaining
what they needed to provide in order to start working under the contract. Also
included in this notice was the monthly amount they would be paid for their services
according to the awarded bid. On November 18, 2011, the contractor contacted the
Facilities Manager by phone stating they thought the amount of $6,536.43 was what
they would be paid for daily services and not monthly and that they would not be able
to meet payroll with that amount.

Conclusion
Per page 17 of Contract No. 070111-1, Termination of Contract, "The County, with or
without cause, may terminate this contract at any time by mutual written consent, or
by giving thirty days written notice to the contractor.  The County at its convenience,
by written notice, may terminate this contract, in whole or in part.  If this contract is
terminated, the County shall be liable only for payment under the provision of this
contract for the services rendered and accepted material received by the County
before the effective date of termination."

Recommendation
The Finance Director recommends that the Board consider the legal issues



The Finance Director recommends that the Board consider the legal issues
surrounding the G. B.  Home Cleaning contract and exercise the contract's 30-day
termination clause.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the County Manager's letter of November 23
exercising the thirty-day termination clause in Contract No. 070111-1 between Gila
County and G. B. Home Cleaning for janitorial services in County facilities in Globe,
Arizona.  Pursuant to A.R.S.§ 38-431.03(A)(3), the Board of Supervisors may vote to go
into executive session to obtain legal advice from its attorney.  (Joe Heatherly)

Attachments
11-15-11 Agenda Review Form
Contract 070111-1
Letter of Notification to G.B. Home Cleaning
Termination Letter to G.B. Home Cleaning

































































































   

ARF-944     Consent Agenda Item      4- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan, CAP/Housing
Services Manager

Submitted By: Cecilia Bejarano, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Services Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02 Governor's Office of Energy Policy

Background Information
This contract has been in existence since May 2009.  Original Contract Commerce C037-09-02 was
signed by Chairman Shirley L. Dawson on May 19, 2009.  Amendment No. 1 was signed by Chairman
Dawson on March 23, 2010.  Amendment No. 2 was signed by Chairman Michael A. Pastor on August
16, 2010.  Amendment No. 3 was signed by Chairman Pastor on June 28, 2011.  There is no
Amendment No. 4 to this contract.  Amendment No. 5 was signed by Chairman Pastor on June 28,
2011.

Evaluation
The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 was enacted to preserve and create jobs and
promote economic recovery, assist those most impacted by the recession, provide investments needed to
increase economic efficiency by spurring technological advances in science and health, invest in
transportation, environmental protection, and other infrastructure that will provide long-term economic
benefits, and stabilize state and local government budgets in order to minimize and avoid reductions in
essential services and counterproductive state and local tax increases. Recipients shall use grant funds
in a manner that maximizes job creation and economic benefit.

Under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, the U.S. Department of Energy's (DOE)
Weatherization Assistance Program (Weatherization) reduces energy costs for low-income families by
increasing the energy efficiency of their homes, while ensuring their health and safety.

Conclusion
By approving Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02, Gila County Weatherization Program will
be in compliance with the program financial eligibility and certification requirements allowing
weatherization services to continue to eligible residents of Gila County.

Recommendation
The Gila County Community Action/Housing Manager recommends that the Board of Supervisors
approve Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02 between the Governor's Office of Energy
Policy and the Gila County Division of Community Services, Weatherization Program, revising portions
of Paragraph 32 of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Contract to stipulate that
ARRA-funded client eligibility remains at 200% of the Federal Poverty Guidelines Income.

Attachments
Amendment No. 6 to Contract No. C037-09-02
Amendment No. 5 to Contract No. C037-09-02



Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. C037-09-02
Amendment No. 2 to Contract C037-09-02
Amendment No. 1 to Contract C037-09-02
Original Contract No. C037-09-02
Legal explanation





































































































































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-982     Consent Agenda Item      4- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services

Submitted By: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services, Health &
Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Prevention Services

Fiscal Year: 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

01/01/11 through 12/31/15 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. HG161095 with Arizona Department of Health
Services.

Background Information
The Gila County Office of Health has been providing the Community Health Grant for the past year. The objectives
of the Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) are to improve the health of women prior to pregnancy and to reduce the
rate of injuries, both intentional and unintentional. The agreement will address a variety of strategies designed to
impact health at the community, organizational, individual and policy levels in order to promote a holistic approach
to improving the health of individuals, their families and their communities.

Evaluation
The amendment was issued to change the contract number due to the transition to the ProcureAZ electronic
procurement system and to change some of the terms and conditions within the contract.

Conclusion
By the Board of Supervisors signing the amendment, it will allow the contract to continue with the modifications
needed by the Arizona Department of Health Services.

Recommendation
The Director of Health & Emergency Services recommends the Board of Supervisors approve the Intergovernmental
Agreement Amendment No. 1 Contract No. HG161095 between Gila County and the Arizona Department of Health
Services to continue to provide injury prevention services and allow the changes needed to the contract.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. HG161095) between Gila County
and the Arizona Department of Health Services to continue to provide injury prevention services and allow the
changes needed to the contract.

Attachments
Original contract
Amendment No. 1 
Legal explanation













































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-983     Consent Agenda Item      4- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Lorraine Dalrymple, Health Services
Program Manager

Submitted By: Lorraine Dalrymple
Health Services Program Manager
Health & Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Health Services

Fiscal Year: 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

10/1/2011 until changes needed Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment to contract with University Physicians Healthcare to bill Arizona Health Care Cost Containment System
(AHCCCS) clients.

Background Information
The Gila County Health Department has an agreement with University Physicians Healthcare to bill administration
fees for vaccinations for their AHCCCS clients. 

Evaluation
This amendment was issued to cover required contract changes. This amendment does not require the Board of
Supervisors' signatures, but only to acknowledge the change.

Conclusion
This contract allows additional revenues to cover administration fees for vaccines.

Recommendation
The Director of Health & Emergency Services recommends that the Board of Supervisors acknowledge these
required changes to the contract between Gila County and University Physicians Healthcare.

Suggested Motion
Acceptance of an Amendment to a contract between Gila County and University Physicians Healthcare for required
contract changes as outlined in Exhibit 5-Subcontract Provision that takes effect on October 1, 2011.  This Contract
and Amendment allows Gila County to continue to submit for reimbursement of administration fees for
immunizations provided to AHCCCS clients.

Attachments
Original Contract
UPH Amendment
Legal explanation















































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-951     Consent Agenda Item      4- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Michael O'Driscoll, Health & Emergency
Services Division Director

Submitted By: Debra Williams, Deputy Director of
Emergency Services, Health &
Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Emergency Services

Fiscal Year: CoFY2010 and Co FY2013 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

08/31/2011 thru 08/30/2016 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Approval for Public Health Emergency Preparedness Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) (Contract ADHS12-007886)

Background Information
IGA (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) between the Division of Health & Emergency Services and the Arizona
Department of Health Services is a renewal of the Public Health Emergency Preparedness (PHEP) program (formerly
Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response)from August 31, 2011,to August 30, 2016.

Evaluation
Attachment A (the estimated budget) of the contract changes from year to year.  Included in this renewal is
the 2011-2012 estimated budget for $155,256 between August 31, 2011, through August 30, 2012.

Conclusion
The PHEP program is funded by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) to assist state and local
public health offices in securing the nation from public health threats. 

The Gila County PHEP program focuses on advancing public health preparedness through community
preparedness, public health surveillance, epidemiological investigation, and volunteer coordination.

Recommendation
The Director of Gila County Health & Emergency Services recommends the Board approve the Chairman's signature
on Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) (Contract ADHS12-007886) between the Division of Health & Emergency
Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services for a period starting August 31, 2011, and ending August
30, 2016.

Suggested Motion
Approval of the Chairman's signature on Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) (Contract ADHS12-007886) between
the Division of Health & Emergency Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services for a period starting
August 31, 2011, and ending August 30, 2016.

Attachments
IGA Renewal
IGA-Expiring
BOS Agenda 2007 Consent Item K
Legal Explanation



































































  PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431 THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL HOLD AN OPEN MEETING IN THE 
SUPERVISORS’ AUDITORIUM, 1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA, AND THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS: 

       
 

REGULAR MEETING – TUESDAY, MARCH 27, 2007 
R E V I S I O N #2 

 
 

Time           Item #            Item of Business         Pages
 
10:00 a.m. 1 Call to Order - Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation          
 

2  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Sheriff’s Office to purchase      
3 additional vehicles utilizing Criminal Justice Enhancement Funds. 
(Tom Melcher) 

 
3  Information/Discussion/Action to approve an Intergovernmental Agreement                 

(Contract No. HG752219) between the Gila County Health Department and  
the Arizona Department of Health Services in the amount of $15,312.50 for  
5/1/07 to 6/30/07 and $91,875.00 for 7/1/07 to 6/30/08 to provide services  
under the Proposition 201 Smoke-Free Arizona Act. (Jendean Sartain) 
 

4  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Request    
for Proposals No. 031307-1 for the purchase of one or more new 2007-08  
full size, 4-door, 4x4 SUV special service vehicle(s) for the Gila County  
Fleet Department.  (Steve Stratton) 
 

5  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of Request    
  for Qualifications No. 030607-1 for the Green Waste Removal – Buckhead  

Mesa Landfill Project.  (Steve Stratton) 
 

6   Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Chairman’s signature on     
Professional Services Engineering Contract No. 341-526-42/2-2007 
with C.L. Williams Consulting, Inc. for the Monroe Street Reconstruction 
Project.  (Steve Sanders) 
 

7  Information/Discussion/Action to accept or reject a Citizen’s Petition to  
begin the process of establishing a portion of Ewing Trail as a County 
Highway, as shown on Records of Survey, Official Map Nos. 522 and 
522A, Gila County Records, Gila County, Arizona.  (Steve Sanders) 
 

8 Information/Discussion/Action to accept the resignation of Priscilla  
Knuckey-Ralls, Gila County Treasurer, effective April 27, 2007.   
(Steve Besich) 

 
9 Information/Discussion/Action to fill the vacancy created by the  

resignation of Priscilla Knuckey-Ralls, Gila County Treasurer,  
effective April 27, 2007.  (Steve Besich) 
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REGULAR MEETING – TUESDAY, MARCH 27, 2007 
 

Time           Item #            Item of Business         Pages
   
  10 Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 07-03-03 granting 
   the County Manager or his designee authority to initiate lawsuits against 
   persons who are delinquent in landfill fees up to $10,000.  (Steve Besich) 
 
  11  Information/Discussion/Action to review a sealed bid submitted for the  
   purchase of tax parcel number 207-18-046-C, which is owned by the  
   State of Arizona.  (Marian Sheppard) 
 
  12  CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS: 

A. Approval of Amendment No. 1 to a Management Operating Agreement    
between Aramark Correctional Services, Inc. and the Gila County Sheriff’s 
Office to increase the weekly price for laundry services from $465 to $500,  
effective August 16, 2006, through August 16, 2007. 

 
B. Approval to adopt Resolution No. 07-03-02 to amend Section 4 of the    
Cable Television System Franchise License issued to NPG Cable, Inc. on 
April 19, 2005, by removing “Star Valley” from the service area due to the  
incorporation of the town of Diamond Star on November 1, 2005, which is  
now known as the town of Star Valley.  

 
C. Approval of Amendment No. 6 to an Intergovernmental Agreement    
(Contract No. HG361101) between the Gila County Health Department 
and the Arizona Department of Health Services, which will allow the price 
sheet used for Amendment No. 5 to be used for this Amendment under the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Program.  
 
D. Approval of Amendment No. 3 to an Intergovernmental Agreement               
(Contract No. HG361271) between the Gila County Health Department  
and the Arizona Department of Health Services adding $2,500 to this   
Folic Acid Services Program Agreement in order to provide folic acid  
education and vitamins to low income women of child bearing age for the 
period 3/1/07 to 6/30/07.  
 
E. Authorization for the Chairman to sign Funding Agreement No.             
125-07 between the Gila County Owner-Occupied Housing Rehabilitation 
Program and the Arizona Department of Housing in order to accept 2006 
CDBG (Community Development Block Grant) Regional Grant funds in the 
amount of $142,479 to be used through 9/30/08. 
 
F. Authorization for the County Attorney’s Office to submit two FY 2008             
Grant Applications to the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission, as follows:   
Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program in the amount 
of $80,000, and Crime Victim Assistance Grant Program in the approximate 
amount of $22,000.  Both renewal Grant Applications require cash match  
funds, which will be included in the County Attorney’s FY 2007-08 budget  
request to be taken from General Funds.  

Page Three 



       
 

REGULAR MEETING – TUESDAY, MARCH 27, 2007 
 

Time           Item #            Item of Business         Pages
   
  12  CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS (continued): 

G. Ratification for the Gila County Superior Court to submit a FY 2007 Case           
Processing Assistance Fund Grant Application to the Arizona Supreme Court,  
Administrative Office of the Courts, and to approve a Funding Agreement  
accepting $18,000 to be used to implement a Court Report Video Conferencing 
System.  No cash match funds are required. 

  
H. Approval to appoint Kathleen W. Low as a Precinct Committeeman to the          
Gila County Republican Committee. 
 
I. Approval of 3 separate Agreements between the Health and Community  
Services Division and the following:  Miles Funeral Services, Lamont  
Mortuary, and Messengers Payson Funeral Home whereby the funeral homes 
will maintain supplies provided by the County that are needed in the event  
of an emergency.  Agreements to remain in force perpetually. 
 
J. Approval of Amendment No. 2 to an Intergovernmental Agreement 
(Contract No. HG652141-001) between the Health and Community Services  
Division and the Arizona Department of Health Services to extend the  
Agreement to March 31, 2008, in order to provide $62,532 for continued 
HIV case management services under the Ryan White Care Act II Program- 
Northern Region. 

 
K. Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. HG754195)  
between the Health and Community Services Division and the Arizona  
Department of Health Services to extend the Agreement from April 1, 2007, 
to August 30, 2011, in order to provide $372,759 for continued services 
under the Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program.  

 
L. Approval of a Low Income Evaporative Cooler Tune-up and 
Repair Agreement between the Health and Community Services 
Division and Kwik Kool, Inc. in the amount of $130 per cooler 
to continue to provide cooler services to seniors and the disabled. 
 
M. Approval to appoint Mr. Chris Martin as the Administrator for the  
Gila County Enterprise Zone to fill the vacancy created by the  
resignation of Mary Anne Moreno. 

 
N. Approval of Amendment No. 1 to a Memorandum of Understanding/ 
Contract for Help America Vote Act between the Elections Department 
and the State of Arizona by and through the Secretary of State to extend 
the Contract to the end of Federal Fiscal Year 2010.   
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REGULAR MEETING – TUESDAY, MARCH 27, 2007 
 

Time           Item #            Item of Business         Pages
   
  12  CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS (continued): 

 
O.  Authorization for the Chairman to sign a 36-month Municipal Lease                     
Agreement with Bank of America at a cost of $372.15 per month and a  
36-month Maintenance Agreement with Digital Imaging Systems at a cost 
of $0.013 per copy for one Panasonic copy machine to be used by various 
departments at the Payson County Complex. 
 
P. Approval to ratify the Chairman’s signature on an Addendum to the  
Intergovernmental Agreement between Gila County and the City of  
Globe to allow for additional fees in the event “odd units” are ordered 
for Phase II of the Globe-Miami Area Flight Mapping Project. 
 
Q. Approval to amend a Professional Services Agreement with Gila  
Management, LLC to increase the total labor cost estimate to  
$32,870.  This Agreement applies to the jail district and general obligation 
bond assistance being provided to the County. 
 
R. Approval of the Board of Equalization November 14, 2006, meeting 
minutes and the Board of Supervisors February 27, 2007, meeting minutes. 
 
S.  Approval of the February 2007 monthly departmental activity reports                       
submitted by the Clerk of the Superior Court, Recorder, and Payson 
Regional Justice of the Peace. 
 
T.   Approval of personnel reports/actions for the week of March 19, 2007, 
and March 26, 2007.                  

 
   U.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of                                    

March 19, 2007, and March 26, 2007.  (separate handout) 
 
V.  Approval of a payment for services in the amount of $269 to Fly-A-Way                 
Travel.  

 
13  At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), members                   

of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may present a brief  
summary of current events.  No action may be taken on issues presented. 

 
 

IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS 
EARLY AS POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS.  FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE  

ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231. 
 

THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE  
FROM THE BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3) 

 
THE BOARD RESERVES THE RIGHT TO CONSIDER ANY MATTER OUT OF ORDER 



GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-963     Consent Agenda Item      4- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Administration

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

10-3-2011 to 10-31-2031 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 1 to a Power Purchase Agreement with Tioga Solar Gila, LLC for the Gila
County Courthouse

Background Information
On October 3, 2011, the Board approved a Power Purchase Agreement with Tioga Solar Gila,
LLC for the purpose of generating and selling electricity for the Gila County Courthouse.

Evaluation
Amendement No. 1 to the agreement will change the Energy Purchase Rate from the original
amount of $.080 per kWh to $0.077 per kWh.  This will also cause a change in original Early
Termination Value.  All other terms, conditions and provisions of the Agreement remain
unaltered and in full force and effect.

Conclusion
The lower energy purchase rate would allow for a much greater savings to the County in
electricity use at the Courthouse. 

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve Amendment
No. 1 to the Power Purchase Agreement with Tioga Solar Gila, LLC.

Suggested Motion
Authorization of the Chairman's signature on Amendment No. 1 to the Power Purchase
Agreement between Gila County and Tioga Solar Gila, LLC to lower the energy purchase rate
from $0.080 to $0.077 per kWh at the Gila County Courthouse.

Attachments
Original Exhibits A & B
Original Power Purchase Agreement - Courthouse
Amendment #1 to Power Purchase Agreement for Courthouse
Legal explanation





























































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-912     Consent Agenda Item      4- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Submitted For: Linda
Eastlick,
Elections
Director

Submitted By:
David Rogers, Elections Specialist,
Elections Department

Department: Elections Department
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Governing Board Appointments and Term of Office
Designations

Background Information
ARS 48-2001.01(G) provides that if the proposal for merger of two sanitary districts is
approved, the governing body of the affected district with the largest population shall
call a joint meeting of the governing bodies of the affected districts. At the joint
meeting, the members of the governing bodies of both districts shall appoint a total of
at least five persons from all of those currently serving on the governing bodies of both
of the districts, each of whom shall complete their regular terms of offices.

Evaluation
At the joint meeting of the Pinal Sanitary District and Cobre Valley Sanitary District
held on June 20, 2011, the combined boards appointed the following members to the
newly formed Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Governing Board: Robert Zache,
Richard Dixon, Mitch Malkovich, Kevin Kenney and Mary Anne Moreno.  At the
Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Governing Board meeting of October 3, 2011, the
Governing Board determined the terms of office for the members of the present
board.  They are as follows: Mary Anne Moreno term ending 2012, Richard Dixon term
ending 2012, Robert Zache term ending 2014, Kevin Kenney term ending 2014, Mitch
Malkovich term ending 2014.

Conclusion
All five board members agreed to serve on the Tri-City Regional Sanitary District
Governing Board as appointed at the June 20, 2011, joint meeting.  All five board
members agreed to serve out the terms as determined at the October 3, 2011, Tri-City
Regional Sanitary District Governing Board Meeting.

Recommendation
The Elections Department recommends that the Board of Supervisors acknowledge
the appointments of Robert Zache, Richard Dixon, Mitch Malkovich, Kevin Kenney
and Mary Anne Moreno as Governing Board members to the newly formed Tri-City
Regional Sanitary District and term of office designations for the Tri-City Regional
Sanitary District Governing Board Members.



Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the appointments of Robert Zache - term expires December 31,
2014; Richard Dixon - term expires December 31, 2012; Mitch Malkovich - term
expires December 31, 2014; Kevin Kenney - term expires December 31, 2014; and
Mary Anne Moreno - term expires December 31, 2012, as Tri-City Regional Sanitary
District Governing Board Members.

Attachments
ARS 48-2001.01
Pinal Sanitary District and Cobre Valley Sanitary District Joint Mtg Minutes
Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Mtg Minutes
Tri-City Regional Sanitary District Board Listing



         

48-2001.01. Merger of sanitary districts; hearing; election; joint meeting; resolution 
A. For any two or more sanitary districts that are proposed to merge, the county 
board of supervisors shall hold a hearing on the proposed merger if either of the 
following applies: 
1. The county board of supervisors has received a petition containing the signatures 
of at least twenty-five per cent of the qualified electors in each of the affected districts 
and proposing the merger of the sanitary districts. The county board of supervisors 
shall verify the petitions in the same manner provided in section 48-903 and shall 
hold a public hearing on the merger at a time and place determined by the county 
board of supervisors. 
2. The board of directors of each of the affected sanitary districts has adopted by a 
two-thirds vote a resolution requesting the merger of the districts and each has filed 
that resolution with the county board of supervisors. On receipt of the resolutions, the 
county board of supervisors shall hold a public hearing on the merger at a time and 
place determined by the county board of supervisors.  
B. The petition or resolutions shall contain the name and a description of the 
boundaries of the proposed district and a detailed, accurate map of the area to be 
included in the district and shall specify that the proposed district will be administered 
by a district board. No new territory may be included as a result of the merger, but 
the merged district may thereafter expand as provided in this chapter. 
C. If the proposed district is located in more than one county, the petition or 
resolutions shall be submitted to the board of supervisors of the county in which the 
majority of the assessed valuation of the proposed merged district is located. The 
boards of supervisors of any other counties in which the affected districts are located 
shall provide information and assistance to the responsible board of supervisors. 
D. If the county board of supervisors determines after a public hearing that the 
proposed merger would serve the public convenience, welfare or necessity, the county 
board of supervisors shall call an election for a vote of the public on the question of 
the merger of the sanitary districts. The board of supervisors shall not call an election 
to merge sanitary districts more frequently than once every two years. The order shall 
not be entered until the petitioners or the boards of directors of the sanitary districts 
have deposited with the board of supervisors sufficient monies, not exceeding one 
thousand dollars, to defray the expense of the election. These monies shall be paid 
out on the order of the board of supervisors. If the sanitary districts are merged, the 
depositors of these monies shall be reimbursed from the merged sanitary districts' 
monies. Whether or not the districts are merged, the sanitary districts shall reimburse 
the county for the expenses of the election. 
E. For any election called pursuant to this section, the words appearing on the ballot 
shall be "(insert sanitary districts' names) merge as a sanitary district -- yes" and 
"(insert sanitary districts' names) merge as a sanitary district -- no". 
F. Within fourteen days after the election, the board of supervisors shall meet and 
canvass the returns, and if it is determined that a majority of the votes cast at the 
election in each of the affected districts is in favor of merging the sanitary districts, 
the board shall enter that fact on its minutes. 
G. If the proposal for merger is approved as provided in subsection F of this section, 
the governing body of the affected district with the largest population shall call a joint 
meeting of the governing bodies of the affected districts. At the joint meeting, a 
majority of the members of the governing body of each affected district constitutes a 
quorum for the transaction of business. The members of the governing bodies of both 
districts shall appoint a total of at least five persons from all of those currently serving 
on the governing bodies of both of the districts, each of whom shall complete their 
regular terms of offices, except that no more than a simple majority of the persons 
appointed may serve terms that end in the same year. No more than a simple 
majority may be appointed from the same sanitary district board, and the majority of 
the merged board shall be filled by board members from the district that has the 
greater number of customers. The appointed board shall immediately meet and 
organize itself and elect from among its members a chairperson. The appointed board 
by resolution shall declare the districts merged and each affected district joined. The 
resolution and the names of the newly organized board members shall be sent to the 
county board of supervisors within thirty days after organization and a certified copy 
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of the resolution and the legal description of the merged district shall be recorded in 
each county in which the district exists and sent to the director of the Arizona state 
retirement system, if either district was an Arizona state retirement system employer 
before the merger. From the date of the recording of the resolution of merger and 
legal description of the district by the appointed board, the merger is complete. The 
merged district shall assume any debt of each of the affected sanitary districts. 
Subsequent terms of office for district board members shall be filled by election of 
board members who shall be qualified electors from the merged district. 
H. Section 48-262 does not apply to a merger of sanitary districts under this section.  
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PINAL SANITARY DISTRICT & COBRE VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
Combined Board Meeting of Directors 

Thursday, June 20, 2011 
 

Meeting was called to order by President Zache at 5:05 p.m. 
 
Present:  R. Zache, M. Malkovich, W. Blake and R. Dixon of the Pinal Sanitary District.  (Quorum) 
                M.A. Moreno, G.W. Asberry, K. Kenney and J. Yanez of the Cobre Valley Sanitary District. Also,  
                Leo Valdez (Financial Advisor), Jake Garrett (Gila County) and members of the public of  
                both Districts. 
1.  Adoption of Resolutions to merge the Districts and thereafter conduct the business of the newly 
     formed District including the appointment of member of the new Board of Directors. 
    For Pinal Sanitary District – W. Blake moved adoption of the Resolution to merge the Districts, 
    seconded by M. Malkovich and carried unanimously. 
    For Cobre Valley Sanitary District – G.W. Asberry moved adoption of the Resolution to merge the 
    Districts, seconded by J. Yanez and carried unanimously. 
2.  Election / Appointment of Board of Directors of the newly formed Tri-City Regional Sanitary District: 
    The following slate was offered for consideration – R. Zache, R. Dixon, M. Malkovich, K. Kenney and  
    M.A. Moreno.  M.A. Moreno moved for the appointment of the above named individuals, seconded  
    by M. Malkovich and carried. 
    R. Zache thanked Wayne Blake for his faithful years of service to the Pinal Sanitary District Board. 
    M.A. Moreno thanked J. Yanez, G.W. Asberry and J. Encizo for their willing participation on the  
    Cobre Valley Sanitary District Board. 
     B. Clemmens noted that terms of office would have to be addressed but suggested tabling this until 
     he has had a chance to meet with L. Eastlick to determine the best course of action. 
    Election of Officers – M.A. Moreno moved that R. Zache be elected President of the Tri-City Regional  
     S.D., seconded by R. Dixon and approved unanimously. 
     M.A. Moreno was appointed as Secretary, with K. Kenney to assist.  The Treasurer position will be  
     filled at a later date. 
     R. Dixon requested an accounting of funds, expenditures and balances be made a part of each 
     meeting once the Districts funds are merged. 
3. / 7.  Update on the Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) / Meeting with Town of Miami – The Town of  
     Miami has been more cooperative with regard to fees and charges but continues to have  
     concerns regarding the capacity of the plant with both Miami and Tri-City inflows approaching the 
     design limits of the WWTP.  At a meeting attended by R. Zache, M.A. Moreno, M. Malkovich, M.  
     Worlton (AMEC), Bill Clemmens, R. Castañeda, Mayor, R. Hilgart (Town of Miami), J. Barnes, Miami 
     Town Manager, their Town engineer and Public Works director these concerns were raised and   
    discussed.  These elements directly impact the costs to the Tri-City RSD residents and impact the 
     PER and the rating matrix.  Given that USDA is extremely reluctant to fund a project that includes 
     another WWTP, the group has recommended an additional study element, to be conducted by 
    AMEC to explore the possibility of expanding the existing WWTP at a future date when inflow dictate 
    expansion, in order to finalize the costs outline in the PER.  Tri-City Regional S.D. is being asked to  
    fund 50% of this study.  The impact to TCRSD would be $8,258 but will yield a final document, more 
    accurate cost estimates and solid rating matrix. 
    It was noted that the City of Globe has not responded. 
    M. A. Moreno moved the TCRSD fund their portion of this study, seconded by R. Dixon and carried  
    following a lengthy discussion. 
4.  Update on RD Application and Funding Alternatives- L. Valdez identified a number of funding  
    options available to the District besides USDA grant/loan funds.  He will prepare a powerpoint  
    presentation that will outline all the various alternatives for a future meeting. 
    A WIFA Grant has been approved for Design assistance.  WIFA will fund approximately $38,000 with  
    the District responsible for roughly $23,000.  The funding is for 2012.  L. Valdez and B. Clemmens will 
    finalize the required documents. 
5./ 6.  Adoption of Various Resolutions reflecting the newly formed Tri-City Regional Sanitary District 
     Resolution 002 – Approved by motion of M.A. Moreno, seconded by M. Malkovich. 



     Resolution 003 – Approved by motion of M. Malkovich, seconded by M.A.Moreno 
     Resolution 004 – Approved by motion of M.A.Moreno, seconded by M. Malkovich 
    Resolution 005 – Approved by motion of M. A. Moreno, seconded by M. Malkovich. 
    Resolution 006 – Approved by motion of M.A. Moreno, seconded by M. Malkovich with one typo  
      noted.  The correction will be made on the final document. 
8.  Issues concerning transfer of projects and accounts to the Tri-City Regional S.D. , i.e. P. O Box,  
      merger of funds and establishment of a new bank account, etc.  Approved by motion of M. 
      Malkovich, seconded by R. Dixon.  L. Valdez noted that USDA funding requires a tax I.D. number,  
      a DUNS rating and a CCR.  He, R. Zache and B. Clemmens will follow-up on this task.  Authorization 
      to proceed approved by motion of M. Malkovich, seconded by R. Dixon. 
9.  Public awareness of the newly formed District -  All radio stations, newpapers have been added to  
     the contact list for dissemination of the agenda.  Interested citizens have been posting notices  
     around the area.  It was recommended that the District officers make presentations on the radio. 
     Question arose regarding the timing of notices with respect to the Agenda and the attorney  
     pointed out that the agenda isn’t finalized until the last minute prior to the 24 hr. posting 
    requirement because things tend to come up at the last minute that need to be added. 
10.  Payment of Bills – Election Costs – B. Zache met with L. Eastlick regarding questions that arose from 
     the billings the district received for the merger election.  She provided documentation and history, 
     therefore R. Zache is asking for approval to pay the election costs for Pinal S.D. from the Pinal S.D.  
     funds and the Cobre Valley S.D. from the Cobre Valley S.D. account prior to merging the Districts  
     funds – Approved by motion of M. Malkovich, seconded by R. Dixon. 
     Approval to reimburse R. Zache for the cost of the P.O. Box in the amount of $50 made  by M.  
     Malkovich, seconded by M.A.Moreno. 
     M.A. Moreno requested reimbursement for mileage to the meeting with Fred Rosenfeld on May 28. 
     Approved by motion of M. Malkovich, seconded by R. Dixon. 
11.  Next Meeting – August 1, 2011 at the Cobre Valle Country Club at 5:00 p.m. 
12.  Call to the Public – J. Vezetti requested the Board entertain a motion to ask for a vote as to 
       whether the public wants a sewer system.  He states that he is not asking for the dissolution of the 
       District.  R. Zache stated that the question would be added to the August 1 agenda. 
       L. Pearce noted that she would be filing an article with the Arizona Silverbelt and would continue 
       to publicize the actions of the District.  She asked that outgoing Board members remain for a  
       picture and that new Board members remain as well. 
Meeting adjourned at 6:20 p.m. 







 
(TRI-CITY REGIONAL SANITARY DISTRICT) 

(form updated 8-2011) 

 
 

NAME OF MEMBER 
(Also include supervisorial 

district if a member is 
representing a certain one.) 

TYPE OF 
APPOINTMENT 

 
Mark with A, B, C, 
D or E – see below 

NEW APPOINTMENT OR REAPPOINTMENT 
(Include BOS approval date next to letter) 

New Appointment:  Choose “A” or “B” 
A -for existing vacancy or 
B -to fill a vacancy created by (provide name) 
or 
Reappointment:  Mark with a “C” and include 
number of years served prior to most recent 
appointment 

DATES OF TERM 
(Put the month, day and 
year both beginning & 

ending dates) 

LENGTH OF TERM FOR 
CURRENT 

APPOINTMENT 
(# of years) 

Richard Dixon C A (12/06/11)  06/20/11 – 12/31/12 1 yr 6 months 
Mary Anne Moreno C A (12/06/11)  06/20/11 – 12/31/12 1 yr 6 months 
Kevin Kenney C A (12/06/11)  06/20/11 – 12/31/14 3 yrs 6 months 
Mitch Malkovich C A (12/06/11)  06/20/11 – 12/31/14 3 yrs 6 months 
Robert Zache C A (12/06/11)  06/20/11 – 12/31/14 3 yrs 6 months 
      
      
      
      
      
      
 
Appointment Designation Definitions: 
A) Statutory District Appointment:  Member must reside within the supervisorial district boundary from which he/she is appointed. 
 
B) Supervisor Appointment: Member unrestricted by district. 
 
C) Joint Appointment:  Membership is comprised of appointments from different jurisdictions.  Appointments made by other entities are acknowledged by the 
Board of Supervisors.   
 
D) County at Large:  Members are unrestricted by district and can be recommended by appointment by any supervisorial district or by the committee. 
 
E) Alternate Members:  As defined by individual committee criteria. 



   

ARF-968       4- G             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Clerk of Court Report for the Month of October 2011

Submitted For: Vicki Aguilar Submitted By: Vicki Aguilar,
Chief Deputy
Clerk of the
Superior
Court, Clerk of
the Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Clerk of the Superior Court's Office October 2011 Monthly Reports

Suggested Motion
Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Clerk of the
Superior Court's Office.

Attachments
Clerk of Court Report for October 2011
Clerk of Superior court Report October 2011



































   

ARF-956       4- H             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Constable's Office October 2011 Monthly Reports

Submitted For: Colt White Submitted By: Yvonne
House,
Administrative
Clerk Senior,
Constable -
Payson

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Constable's Office October 2011 Monthly Reports

Suggested Motion
Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Payson
Regional Constable's Office.

Attachments
Payson Regional Constable's Office Monthly Report for October 2011





















































   

ARF-974       4- I             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office October 2011 Monthly
Reports

Submitted For: Dorothy Little Submitted By: Dorothy
Little, Justice
of the
Peace-Payson
Region,
Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Justice of the Peace's Office October 2011 Monthly Reports

Suggested Motion
Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Payson
Regional Justice of the Peace's Office

Attachments
October 2011 Statistics
October Financial reports











PAYSON JUSTICE COURT TREASURER'S RECAP FY2012

OCTOBER, 2011 AZTEC ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TOTAL AMOUNT 5% FILL THE GAP ADJUSTED

FUND NAME CODE CODE CODE ALLOCATED SET ASIDE BALANCE

Alternative Dispute Resolution ZADR T848-2061 61.94$                      3.10$                        58.84$                      

Arson Detection Reward Fund 41-2167D ZADRF T901-2061 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Attorney Fee Reimbursement ZATT 1005.314-3350.00 X10501314004429 50.00$                      50.00$                      

Confidential Address Assessment - State Treasurer ZCAA1 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Confidential Address Assessment - Local ZCAA2 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Citizens Clean Elections ZCEF T888-2061 1,250.59$                 1,250.59$                 

Criminal Justice Enhancement 67% ZCJEF T812-2061 5,877.06$                 293.85$                    5,583.21$                 

Defensive Driving Diversion Fee ZDDS 1005.314-3400.90 X105-4609 3,500.00$                 175.00$                    3,325.00$                 

DNA State Surcharge 3% 12-116.01C ZDNAS T872-2061 835.96$                    41.80$                      794.16$                    

Elected Officials Retirement Fund 15.30% ZEORF T801-2061 463.11$                    23.16$                      439.95$                    

Base Fees (General Fund) ZFEE 1005.314-3400.15 X105-4615 1,301.04$                 65.05$                      1,235.99$                 

Forensic Investigation Fund ZFIF -$                          -$                          -$                          

Base Fines (General Fund) ZFINE 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 11,265.35$               563.27$                    10,702.08$               

Fill the Gap Surcharge 7% ZFTGS T870-2061 875.44$                    43.77$                      831.67$                    

Failure To Pay Warrant Surcharge 10% ZFTPS 1005.314.3400.17 X10501314004861 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Extra DUI Assessment $500 ZGFDU T912-2061 3,451.32$                 172.57$                    3,278.75$                 

Judicial Collection Enhancement $7 ZJCL 4741.314-3400.15 X36001314004615 469.00$                    469.00$                    

Judicial Collection Enhancement Local % ZJCLF 4741.314-3400.15 X36001314004615 206.03$                    10.30$                      195.73$                    

Judicial Collection Enhancement $13 ZJCS T818-2061 871.00$                    871.00$                    

Judicial Collection Enhancement %PC ZJCSF T840-2061 471.51$                    23.58$                      447.93$                    

Jail (Incarceration) Fees ZJF 1005.300-3405.40 X10502340004651 853.59$                    853.59$                    

Local Costs ZLCL 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Administrative Costs ZMISC 1005.314-3400.99 X105-4886 694.37$                    34.72$                      659.65$                    

Medical Services Enhancement 13% ZMSEF T813-2061 1,625.69$                 81.28$                      1,544.41$                 

2011 Additional Assessment - State Treasurer ZOS1 T930-2061 794.54$                    39.73$                      754.81$                    

2011 Additional Assessment - County Treasurer ZOS2 T931-2061 99.32$                      4.97$                        94.35$                      

Officer Safety Equipment - City Police (CP) ZOS3 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Officer Safety Equipment - Sheriff (SHF) ZOS4 T933-2061 174.82$                    8.74$                        166.08$                    

Officer Safety Equipment - DPS (DPS) ZOS5 T934-2061 218.46$                    10.92$                      207.54$                    

Officer Safety Equipment - MVD/ADOT (MVD) ZOS6 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Officer Safety Equipment - Game and Fish (GF) ZOS7 T936-2061 4.00$                        0.20$                        3.80$                        

Officer Safety - Registrar of Contractors (ZRCA) ZOS8 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Officer Safety Equipment - Animal Control (AC) ZOS10 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Officer Safety -  Tonto Apache Police (TAR) ZOS14 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Overpayment Forfeited ZOVF 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Adult Probation Fee ZPBA 4042.335-3405.30 X25001335-4835 -$                          -$                          -$                          

Probation Surcharge 2006 ($10.00) ZPRS6 T871-2061 175.82$                    8.79$                        167.03$                    

Probation Surcharge 2009 ($20.00) ZPRS9 T871-2061 2,768.57$                 138.43$                    2,630.14$                 

Probation Surcharge $5.00 ZPRSU T871-2061 10.00$                      0.50$                        9.50$                        

Reimbursement to County Attorney 60% ZREIM 3544.301-3400.11 X18201301004620 1,486.90$                 1,486.90$                 

Reimbursement to Superior Court 40% ZREIM 4574.333-3400.16 X226333004864 991.26$                    991.26$                    

Security Enhancement Fee (Local) ZSECE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Warrant Fee (Local) ZWAR 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 60.00$                      3.00$                        57.00$                      

AZ Native Plant Fund ZANP STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Bulk Merchandise Civil Penalty ZBULK STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Child Passenger Restraint ZCPRF STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Drug and Gang Enforcement Fines ZDECJ STATE 1,046.05$                 52.30$                      993.75$                    

DUI Abatement ZDUIA STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Domestic Violence Shelter Fund ZDVSF STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

FARE Special Collection Fee 19% ZFAR1 STATE 1,480.84$                 1,480.84$                 

FARE Delinquency Fee $35.00 ZFAR2 STATE 1,028.99$                 1,028.99$                 

Game and Fish - Wildlife ZGF STATE 8.28$                        0.41$                        7.87$                        

HURF 1 28-5438, 2533C ZHRF1 STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

HURF 3 28-5433C, 4139 ZHRF3 STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

HURF - to DPS ZHRFD STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Prison Construction Fund ZPCOF STATE 3,182.42$                 159.12$                    3,023.30$                 

Registrar of Contractors ZRCA STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

State Highway Fund ZSHWY STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

State Highway Work Zone Fund ZSHWZ STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Display Suspended Plates (DPS) ZSLPD STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

State Photo Enforcement Base Fine ZSPBF STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

State Photo Enforcement Clean Election Surcharge ZSPCE STATE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Bad Check Program - County Attorney ZBAD COUNTY ATTY 50.00$                      50.00$                      

HURF - to Sheriff's Office 28-5533G ZHRFS SHERIFF -$                          -$                          -$                          

Display Suspended Plates (Sheriff's Office) ZSLPS SHERIFF 122.01$                    6.10$                        115.91$                    

HURF - to City Police ZHRFC CITY POLICE -$                          -$                          -$                          

Display Suspended Plates (City Police) ZSLPC CITY POLICE 8.83$                        0.44$                        8.39$                        

TOTALS 47,834.11$               1,965.10$                 45,869.01$               

45,869.01$               

DATE CHECK NO. AMOUNT MONTHLY REMITTANCE TO:

11/4/11 4487 41,125.06$              GILA COUNTY TREASURER

4488 6,534.75$                ARIZONA STATE TREASURER

4489 50.00$                     GILA COUNTY BAD CHECK PROGRAM

4490 115.91$                   SHERIFF SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

4491 8.39$                       CITY POLICE SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

47,834.11$                  TOTAL DISTRIBUTIONS THIS MONTH

I, DOROTHY A. LITTLE, Gila County Justice of the Peace, do hereby certify this is a true and correct copy of the funds collected by Payson Justice Court for OCTOBER, 2011.

___________________________________

DOROTHY A. LITTLE

Gila County Justice of the Peace

TOTAL ADJUSTED BALANCE VERIFICATION



   

ARF-972       4- J             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Globe Regional Justice of the Peace's Office October 2011 Monthly
Reports

Submitted For: Mary Navarro Submitted By: Mary Navarro,
Justice Court
Operations
Mgr, Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Globe Regional Justice of the Peace's Office October 2011 Monthly Reports

Suggested Motion
Approval of the October 2011 monthly activity reports submitted by the Globe
Regional Justice of the Peace's Office.

Attachments
Globe Regional Justice Court report for October 2011
Globe Regional Justice Court monthly report for October, 2011
Globe Regional Justice Court monthly report for October, 2011









   

ARF-958       4- K             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Human Resources weekly reports for the month of November 2011.

Submitted For: Berthan DeNero Submitted By: Erica
Raymond,
Human
Resources
Assistant,
Human
Resources

Information
Subject
Human Resources weekly reports for the month of November 2011.

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgement of the Human Resources weekly reports for all personnel action
items approved by the County Manager for the month of November 2011, as
follows: November 1, 2011, November 8, 2011, November 15, 2011, November 22,
2011, and November 29, 2011.

Attachments
11/1/11 Human Resources Agenda
11/8/11 Human Resources Agenda
11/15/11 Human Resources Agenda
11/22/11 Human Resources Agenda
11/29/11 Human Resources Agenda



HUMAN RESOURCES ACTION ITEMS 
NOVEMBER 1, 2011 

 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

1. Tayari Coatie-Flemming – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 10/24/11 – General Fund – 
DOH 10/24/11 – Declined Position 

 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE 
 

2. Marianne Catherine Seligman – Recorder’s Office – Recorder’s Clerk – 11/07/11 – General Fund – 
Replacing Charlotte Williams 

3. Debra Kay French – Recorder’s Office – Recorder’s Clerk – 11/07/11 – General Fund – Replacing 
Tambra Armenta 

4. Kevin Kittle – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 11/07/11 – General Fund – Replacing Tayari 
Coatie-Flemming 

5. Kimberly Sue Blaine – Health and Emergency Services – Administrative Clerk – 11/03/11 – WIC 
Fund – Replacing Denise Hanson 

 
TEMPORARY HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

6. Ruben Garcia – Community Services – Temporary Community Services Worker – 11/07/11 – GEST 
Fund 

7. Joy Powell – Community Services – Temporary Community Services Worker – 11/07/11 – GEST 
Fund 

 
DEPARTMENTAL TRANSFERS: 
 

8. Debra Gildersleeve – Probation – From Administrative Clerk Senior – To Probation Aide – 10/24/11 
– Various Funds 

9. Charlotte Williams – Recorder’s Office – From Recorder’s Clerk – To Recorder’s Clerk Senior – 
09/26/11 – General Fund 

10. Diana Jones – From Public Works – To Finance – Management Analyst – 07/04/11 – From Various 
Funds – To General Fund 

 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
 

11. Doris Root – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 10/11/11 – GEST Fund 
12. Helene Lopez – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 11/23/11 – GEST Fund 

 
REQUEST PERMISSION TO POST: 
 

13. Public Works Facilities and Land Management – Administrative Clerk Specialist – Vacated by Larry 
Dooly – Date Vacated 11/07/11 – Waiver of 120 Day Hiring Freeze approved 10/17/11 

14. Health Services – Accounting Clerk – Vacated by Renee Omstead – Date Vacated 06/17/11 
15. Health Services – Administrative Clerk Sr. – Vacated by Sharon Caridi – Date Vacated 09/23/11 – 

Waiver of 120 Day Hiring Freeze approved 09/19/11 
16. Community Services – Community Services Worker – New Position 

 
 

 
 



HUMAN RESOURCES ACTION ITEMS 
November 1, 2011 
Page 2 

 
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 

 
 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

17. Melody Schneider – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 10/18/11 – General Fund – DOH 
12/20/10 – Unsuccessful completion of probationary period 

18. Casper Taki – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 10/28/11 – General Fund – DOH 07/05/11 - 
Resignation 

 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

19. Richard K. Claydon – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 11/07/11 – General Fund – Replacing 
John Rittenbach 



HUMAN RESOURCES ACTION ITEMS 
NOVEMBER 8, 2011 

 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

1. Ruben Garcia – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 11/07/11 – GEST Fund – 
DOH 11/07/11 – Employment Offer Rescinded 

2. Joy Powell – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 11/07/11 – GEST Fund – DOH 
11/07/11 – Employment Offer Rescinded 

3. Mellie Marin – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 10/26/11 – General Fund – DOH 09/18/06 
– Resignation 

4. Arthur Alvarado – Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator – 10/27/11 – Public 
Works Fund – DOH 11/14/05 – Resignation 

5. Eduard J. Gonzales – BOS – Temporary Laborer – 10/14/11 – Constituent Services II Fund – DOH 
07/05/11 – Temporary employment ended 

6. Justin P. Flores – BOS – Temporary Laborer – 10/14/11 – Constituent Services II Fund – DOH 
07/05/11 – Temporary employment ended 

7. Archie Speer – Public Works – Temporary Operator Loader – 10/24/11 – Public Works Fund – 
DOH 03/07/11 – Temporary employment ended 

8. Mark A. Guerena – Public Works – Temporary Engineering Technician – 08/05/11 – Public Works 
Fund – DOH 05/23/11 – Temporary employment ended 

9. Samuel Leverance – Public Works – Temporary Surveyor Assistant – 10/24/11 – Public Works Fund 
– DOH 06/01/09 – Temporary employment ended 

 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE 
 

10. Jessica Alexander – Health and Emergency Services – Community Health Assistant – 11/14/11 – 
Health Start Program Fund – Replacing Kasey Jankowski 

 
TEMPORARY HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

11. Travis Shields – Superior Court General – Temporary Bailiff – 10/26/11 – General Fund 
 
DEPARTMENTAL TRANSFERS: 
 

12. Nicholas Montague – From Community Services – To Finance – From Accountant – To Accountant 
Sr. – 11/07/11 – From Various Funds – To General Fund 

 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
 

13. Leslie Mora – Health/WIC – Community Health Assistant – 10/25/11 – Various Funds 
 

 
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 

 
 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

14. David W. Luhm – Sheriff’s Office – IT Administrator and Support Senior – 10/14/11 – General 
Fund – DOH 02/07/00 – Resignation 

15. Jane E. Holst – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 10/25/11 – General Fund – DOH 03/03/08 - 
Deceased 



PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
NOVEMBER 15, 2011 

 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

1. Emelle Silvers – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 11/17/11 – General 
Fund – Replacing Mellie Marin 

2. Julie Anderson – Recorder – Voter Outreach Assistant – 10/24/11 – General Fund 
– Replacing Vino Burnette 

3. Peter Poarch – Recorder – Recorder Clerk – 11/07/11 – General Fund – Replacing 
Teri Berumen 

4. Barbara Quiroz-Garcia – Health and Emergency Services – Community Health 
Assistant Part Time – 11/17/11 – 94% Health Fund/6% Commodity Supplement 
Food Program – Replacing Charlene Becker 
 

VOLUNTEERS: 
 

5. Miriam Jones – Globe Regional Justice Court – Volunteer – 09/22/11 
6. Travis Badgett – Globe Regional Justice Court – Volunteer – 10/02/11 

 
POSITION REVIEW: 
 

7. John Perez – Public Works – Building Maintenance Technician Senior – 10/24/11 
– From Sheriff Facilities Fund To Facilities Fund 

8. William McDaniel – Public Works – Building Maintenance Technician Senior – 
10/24/11 – From Facilities Fund – To Sheriff Facility Fund 

 
REQUEST PERMISSION TO POST: 
 

9. Health and Emergency Services – Animal Control Worker – Vacated by Amber 
Martinez 

 
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 

 
 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

10. Peter Beesley – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 11/21/11 – General Fund – 
Replacing Yvonne Alvarez 

 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
 

11. Cynthia Claydon – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 11/22/11 – General 
Fund 

12. Ruben Duarte – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 11/22/11 – General Fund 
 
 
 



HUMAN RESOURCES ACTION ITEMS 
NOVEMBER 22, 2011 

 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

1. Cheryl Hale – Recorder’s Office – Recorder’s Clerk – 10/07/11 – General Fund – DOH 08/16/11 – 
Resignation 

 
TEMPORARY HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

2. Manuel Rodriguez – BOS – Temporary Laborer – 11/14/11 – Constituent Services II Fund 
 
POSITION REVIEW: 
 

3. Lisa Wilckens – Assessor’s Office – From Property Appraiser – To Property Appraiser 1 – 10/14/11 
– General Fund 

 
REQUEST PERMISSION TO POST: 
 

4. Health and Emergency Services – Administrative Clerk Senior – Vacated by Brenda Chris Kell – 
Date Vacated 09/06/11 

 
 

SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
 
 
POSITION REVIEW: 
 

5. Gary Allan Eggert – Sheriff’s Office – Deputy Sheriff – 11/03/11 – General Fund – Housing 
Allowance Allotment 



HUMAN RESOURCES ACTION ITEMS 
NOVEMBER 29, 2011 

 
DEPARTURES FROM COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

1. Gaila D. Curry – Superior Court Division I – Judicial Assistant – 11/10/11 – General Fund – DOH 
01/02/03 – Retirement 

 
HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

2. Amber Martinez – Health and Emergency Services – Animal Regulations Enforcement Officer – 
12/12/11 – Rabies Control Fund – Replacing Devin Chavez 

3. Kenneth Wortman – County Attorney – Detective – 12/12/11 – Cost of Prosecution Fund – 
Replacing Carlos Mejia 

 
END OF PROBATION: 
 

4. Denise Hansen – Emergency Management – Administrative Clerk Sr. – 12/08/11 – General Fund 
5. Brenda Cova – Probation – Administrative Clerk Sr. – 11/9/11 – State Aid Enhancement Fund 
6. Jessica Ortega – Probation – Juvenile Detention Shift Supervisor – 11/23/11 – General Fund  

 
POSITION REVIEW: 
 

7. Joe Mendoza – Community Development – From Deputy Director/Chief Building Official – To 
Chief Building Official – General Fund – Change in title 

8. Michael Lorka – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 12/05/11 – General Fund – Change in 
position control number 

9. Melanie Howell – County Attorney – From Legal Secretary – To Legal Secretary Sr. – General Fund 
– Promotion Plan, has completed four years of Legal Secretary work 

 
 

SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
 
 
TEMPORARY HIRES TO COUNTY SERVICE: 
 

10. William J. Newman – Sheriff’s Office – Emergency Response – 09/25/11 – General Fund 
11. William Keagle – Sheriff’s Office – Emergency Response – 09/25/11 – General Fund 
12. Arthur J. Wilder – Sheriff’s Office – Emergency Response – 09/25/11 – General Fund 

 
 
END PROBATIONARY PERIOD: 
 

13. Marcus J. Teague, Jr. – Sheriff’s Office – Property and Evidence Custodian – 11/22/11 – General 
Fund 

14. Kace T. Loya – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 11/22/11 – General Fund 



   

ARF-981       4- L             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

Report for Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for weeks ending
November 11, 2011, November 18, 2011, and November 25, 2011

Submitted For: Joseph Heatherly Submitted By: Valrie
Bejarano,
Contracts
Support
Specialist,
Finance
Department

Information
Subject
Report for approved contracts under $50,000 for weeks ending November 11, 2011,
November 18, 2011, and November 25, 2011.

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for weeks of:
November 5, 2011, through November 11, 2011
November 12, 2011, through November 18, 2011
November 19, 2011 through November 25, 2011

Attachments
Contract 110711 Traffic Safety Inc.
Contract 110311 ALT Inc.
6880.102/4-2011 Moonlite Contract Amendment #1
Contract 103111 Glass Masters
Contract 110411 Linda Koury 
Interlock Agreement Town of Payson
Copier AR-161 Maintenance Agreement
Sublime Software Maintenance Agreement
Public Fiduciary Attorney Service Contract Amendment #1
Prints for AZ Revised Statues for BOS
County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50K for Weeks 11-11-11, 11-18-11,
11-25-11 















































































COUNTY MANAGER APPROVED CONTRACTS UNDER $50,000 
 
 
 
November 5, 2011, to November 11, 2011 
 

Number Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
No activity to 
report. 

      

 
 

November 12, 2011, to November 18, 2011 
 
Number Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
110711 

 
Houston Mesa Road Striping 

 
$ 9,620.00 

 
11-14-11 to 11-18-11 

 
11-14-11 

 
Expires 

 
Striping 7 miles of Houston Mesa Road at the north 
end of Payson. 

 
110311 

 
Construction Material Testing for 
Roadyard Shop Paving Project 

 
$ 3,000.00 

 
11-16-11 to 1-31-12 

 
11-16-11 

 
Expires 

 
Field and laboratory quality control service for the 
roadyard paving project. 

 
6880.102/4-2011 

 
Janitorial Service as Needed for the 
County Beeline Complex 

 
$ 900 per week 

 
5-3-11 to 5-2-12 

 
11-16-11 

 
Renewable for 2 
more 1 yr terms 

 
Janitorial service for the Payson Beeline Hwy 
complex as needed upon facilities employees 
absence. 

 
 

November 19, 2011, to November 25, 2011 
 

Number Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
103111 

 
Lobby Glass Installation for Guerrero 
Remodel 

 
$ 1,850.00 

 
11-23-11 to 12-31-11 

 
11-22-11 

 
Expires 

 
Materials and installation for the lobby glass in the 
entrance of the Guerrero Building. 

 
110411 

 
Accounting Services Agreement 

 
$ 30,000.00 

 
11-14-11 to 11-13-12 

 
11-22-11 

 
Option to renew 

 
Training and assistance to Public Works admin staff 
in preparation and reconciliation of accounting and 
reports. 

 
 

 
Interlock Agreement for Byrne Grant 

 
$ 12,361.00 

 
FY 2011 

 
11-22-11 

 
Expires 

Town of Payson Interlock Agreement for the 2011 
Edward Byrne Justice Assistance Grant Program 
Award to the Payson Police Department/Gila 
County Sheriff’s Office.   



 
 

 
Copier Maintenance Agreement Task  

 
$ 4,679.40 

 
10-1-11 to 9-30-12 

 
11-22-11 

 
Expires 

 
Maintenance agreement for SO Task Force AR-161 
copier. 

 
 

 
Software Maintenance Agreement 

 
$ 2,675.92 

 
11-16-11 to 12-31-12 

 

 
11-22-11 

 
Expires 

 
ABR Advanced Server Bundle maintenance 
agreement for Superior Court MIS. 

 
 

 
Attorney Provided Service for Public 
Fiduciary 

 
$ 25,000.00 

 
12-1-11 to 11-30-12 

 

 
11-22-11 

 
Renewable for 2 
more 1 yr terms 

 
Attorney provided service for guardianship, 
conservatorship, probate, Public Fiduciary. 

 
 

 
Arizona Revised Statue Prints for BOS  

 
$ 2,855.52 

 
10-10-11 to 10-9-14 

 
11-22-11 

 
Expires 

 
Agreement renewal for the following document 
prints, Arizona Revised Annotated Statues, Arizona 
Legislative Service, Arizona Revised Annotated 
Statues Volume 3A, and Arizona Session Laws 
Bound Volume kept for the Board of Supervisors 

 



   

ARF-992       4- M             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 12/06/2011  

Reporting
Period:

October 18, 2011, November 1, 2011, and November 15, 2011, BOS
Meeting Minutes & November 14, 2011, BOE Meeting Minutes

Submitted For: Marilyn Brewer, Deputy Clerk, BOS Submitted By: Marilyn
Brewer,
Deputy Clerk,
BOS, Clerk of
the Board of
Supervisors

Information
Subject
October 18, 2011, November 1, 2011, & November 15, 2011, BOS Meeting Minutes &
November 14, 2011, BOE Meeting Minutes

Suggested Motion
Approval of the October 18, 2011, November 1, 2011, and November 15, 2011, BOS
meeting minutes and November 14, 2011, Board of Equalization meeting minutes. 

Attachments
BOS 10-18-11 Meeting Minutes
BOS 11-01-11 Meeting Minutes
BOS 11-15-11 Meeting Minutes
BOE 11-14-11 Meeting Minutes
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  October 18, 2011 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN                                               JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON By: Marian Sheppard 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Chief Deputy Clerk 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                                  Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                       
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Tommie C. Martin, Chairman (via ITV conferencing); Shirley L. 
Dawson, Vice-Chairman; Michael A. Pastor, Supervisor; Don McDaniel, Jr., 
County Manager; John Nelson, Deputy County Manager/Clerk; Marian 
Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and Bryan Chambers, Chief Deputy County 
Attorney. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Leona Bowman led the 
Pledge of Allegiance and David Caddell from Living Waters Community Church 
in Globe delivered the invocation.   
 
Item 2 – PRESENTATIONS: 
 

 2A.  Presentation in recognition of businesses that have hired disabled 
citizens of Gila County through the Gila Employment and Special Training 
Program (G.E.S.T.) and their continuing support of the G.E.S.T. Program. 
 

 David Caddell, G.E.S.T. Program Manager, advised that over 40 businesses in 
Gila County provide employment to G.E.S.T. clients.  He invited all of them to 
today’s meeting to publicly acknowledge their commitment to G.E.S.T. clients.  
Mr. Caddell announced the participating companies/organizations and he had 
a certificate and poster for each participant.  Acknowledgement was provided to 
the following:  Wal-Mart store #1334-Claypool; Wal-Mart store #1369-Payson; 
Chili’s-Payson; Miami Senior Center; Payson Senior Center; First Assembly of 
God Church-Payson; Safeway-Payson; New Ewe-Payson; Wendy’s-Payson; 
Wendy’s-Globe; Dan Good Flooring-Payson; Liquor Stable-Globe; Wayne Smith, 
Arrow Development Company; Globe Center, LLC; Pioneer Trailer Park-Globe; 
Connie’s Store-Globe; Radanovich Construction & Development Company-
Globe; Fry’s-Globe; Gary Grounds State Farm Insurance Agency-Globe; Tom 



2 
 

Moody-Globe; Gila County Public Fiduciary; Gila County; Zen’s Café-Globe; 
McDonalds-Globe; Sonic-Globe; Town of Miami; Taco Bell-Globe; Basha’s-San 
Carlos; Globe Public Schools; Miami Public Schools; KIKO Radio-Globe; 
Gordon’s IGA-Kearny; Big O Tires-Globe; Al’s Automotive-Globe; Layton 
Financial Group; Copper Mountain Inn-Globe; Arizona Silver Belt Newspaper-
Globe; DC Cattle Company-Globe; Christy’s Cottage-Payson.  Mr. Caddell also 
announced the following four businesses which are no longer in operation:  
Country Kitchen-Globe; Burger King-Globe; Padgett’s Automotive-Globe; and 
Gollipops-Payson.  In ending his presentation he invited everyone to enjoy cake 
at the Globe Courthouse and at the Payson Administration Building.  Mr. 
Caddell stated that a display of assistive technology could also be viewed in the 
Courthouse foyer and vocational rehabilitation counselors through the 
Department of Economic Security were also present to answer any questions, 
as follows:  Deborah Worth, Angela Hardy, Melissa Lopez and Peggy Reed.  
Chairman Martin thanked Mr. Caddell for taking the time to ensure that these 
companies/organizations receive public recognition for all they provide to 
G.E.S.T. clients and said it is something that should have been done much 
sooner.  Mr. Caddell also recognized the members of his staff who were present 
at the meeting.  Vice-Chairman Dawson and Supervisor Pastor also thanked 
Mr. Caddell and his staff for today’s presentation and all of their efforts in their 
daily work. 

 
 2B.  Presentation of 2010 financial audit findings by Dennis Osuch, 

partner of LarsonAllen.  
 
 Dennis Osuch, partner of LarsonAllen, thanked the Board of Supervisors for 

the opportunity to provide an overview of the recent audit that was conducted 
for Gila County.  As background information, the firm of LarsonAllen has 
contracted with the state of Arizona Auditor General’s Office and was assigned 
to audit Gila County’s financial statements beginning with 2010.  Mr. Osuch 
advised that he met with County Manager Don McDaniel and Finance Director 
Joe Heatherly to review the findings of the audit, which are outlined in the 
draft single audit act report, and it is related to government audit standards.  
He then reviewed the purpose of conducting an audit, which is for his company 
to provide an opinion on Gila County’s financial statements in accordance with 
general acceptable accounting principles.  The firm issued an unqualified 
opinion for Gila County.  The major federal programs with regard to compliance 
and controls are also audited; however, an opinion is only issued on internal 
controls for federal programs.  He explained that “deficiencies” are divided into 
3 categories: the most severe are called “material weaknesses”; the next are 
“significant deficiencies” and lastly, findings that are less severe include a 
management letter.  He advised that he brought 2 items to management’s 
attention:  outstanding checks and Board of Supervisors (BOS) minutes.  He 
advised that the County is behind in writing minutes, and he recommended 
that written minutes be brought up to date and to have future minutes ready 
for approval by the following BOS meeting.  He stated that his company 
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reported 16 material weaknesses for Gila County with the majority related to 
segregation of duties.  He advised that one of the more significant adjustments 
was the landfill cash balance.  The firm proposed a restatement of the previous 
years’ financial statements for the landfill because in the previous financial 
statements, it was not clear that Gila County had the money to pay for the 
landfill.  The landfill cash balance was previously included on the books and he 
stated, “You do have money set aside to pay for landfill liability.  We did a 
restatement to include that cash balance....With the restatement that even 
though that cash is restricted, it is restricted to pay that liability at the 
landfill.”  The other area was largely related to year-end accruals for some of 
the larger grants, such as the WIA (Workforce Investment Act) grant, PILT 
(Payment In Lieu of Taxes) grant, Edward Byrne Memorial grant, ARRA 
(American Recovery and Reinvestment Act) Weather Assistance grant and a 
couple of other grants.  He advised that some adjustments may have to be 
made to accrue those revenues, so the County is looking to implement a more 
centralized grants accounting.  Regarding compliance with federal programs, 3 
material weaknesses and 5 significant deficiencies were identified.  Of the 3 
material weaknesses, one was because the financial statements were not ready 
by March 31st, and the others were related to grant accruals.  Of the 5 
significant deficiencies, it was noted there is a need for improvement in internal 
controls.  A uniform expenditure limitation report will be issued in the near 
future; however, one piece of information is still needed.  An unqualified 
opinion will be issued for that.  Mr. Osuch concluded his presentation and then 
asked the Board for any questions.  Each Board member thanked Mr. Osuch 
for his presentation. 

 
 2C.  Public recognition of 10 employees for August's "Spotlight on 

Employees" Program, as follows: Alex Cunningham, Gary Denton, Larry 
Dooly, Antoinette Gonzales, Bob Hickman, David Hom, William McDaniel, 
Bertina Pratt, Mark Warden and Rhonda Wood.  

 
 Juley Bocardo-Homan, Human Resources Deputy Director, presented gift cards 

as recognition awards to 10 employees for August’s "Spotlight on Employees" 
Program as follows:  Alex Cunningham, Gary Denton, Larry Dooly, Antoinette, 
Gonzales, Bob Hickman, David Hom, William McDaniel, Bertina Pratt, Mark 
Warden and Rhonda Wood.  Each Board member thanked the employees for 
their dedicated work.   

 
 Item 3 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
 3A.  (Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and 

convene as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors.) 
Information/Discussion/Action to approve Special Services Agreement 
No. 6000.600.SURVEY between the Gila County Library District and 
Ms. Deborah Leverance, evaluator, for an amount not to exceed $1,500 
to develop and conduct a survey of all Kindergarten teachers within the 
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First Things First Gila Region to collect data regarding the number of 
children who entered school in August 2011 who possess reading 
readiness skills.  (John Nelson) (Motion to adjourn as the Gila County 
Library District Board of Directors and reconvene as the Gila County 
Board of Supervisors.) 

 
 Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the 

Board adjourned as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and convened as the 
Gila County District Board of Directors. 

 
 John Nelson, Deputy County Manager/Clerk, advised that earlier this year the 

Board approved for the second year the First Things First literacy grant which 
included an increase in funding of $1,500 to conduct a survey.  He stated, “We 
already do a survey, but what is missing is corresponding our children entering 
Kindergarten for readiness.  The purpose is for all Kindergarten teachers and 
principals in the area to determine a baseline.”  A request for proposals was 
issued and based on the proposal submitted by Deborah Leverance, he 
recommended the Board’s approval.  Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, 
seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board approved Special Services 
Agreement No. 6000.600.SURVEY between the Gila County Library District 
and Ms. Deborah Leverance, evaluator, for an amount not to exceed $1,500 
to develop and conduct a survey of all Kindergarten teachers within the First 
Things First Gila Region to collect data regarding the number of children 
who entered school in August 2011 who possess reading readiness skills.  

 
 Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the 

Board adjourned as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors and 
reconvened as the Gila County Board of Supervisors.   

 
 3B.  Information/Discussion/Action to consider issuing official comments 

from the Board of Supervisors to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
regarding the draft economic analysis and draft environmental 
assessment of the proposed designation of critical habitat for the 
threatened Chiricahua Leopard Frog.   

 
 Mr. Nelson stated that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is proposing a 

designation of critical habitat for the Chiricahua Leopard Frog and comments 
are being accepted until October 21, 2011.  Most of the area being proposed is 
in northern Gila County.  He read aloud a portion of the proposed official 
comment letter from the Board of Supervisors and he recommended that the 
Board authorize the submittal of the letter.  Chairman Martin advised that the 
(May 16, 2011) official comment letter issued by the Coalition of Arizona/New 
Mexico Counties for Stable Economic Growth be attached to the Board’s letter.  
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the 
Board unanimously approved sending a letter to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service issuing its official comments regarding the draft economic analysis and 
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draft environmental assessment of the proposed designation of critical habitat 
for the threatened Chiricahua Leopard Frog with the Coalition of Counties 
letter attached. 
 

 3C.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize staff to issue a Call for 
Bids for the Payson Administration Building Remodel Project. Said Call is 
to be written to allow the Project to be bid and implemented in 
logical phases or as one complete project.  

 
 Steve Stratton, Public Works Division Director, advised that cost estimates for 

this project were included with this agenda item for 3 areas: to remodel the 
Payson Administration Building; needed improvements with regard to 
information technology (IT); and needed improvements to the parking lot.  
Chairman Martin commented that she believes the hearing room portion of the 
project is imperative for two reasons; to increase the space of the current 
conference room and to have it appear as a hearing room, more like the Board’s 
hearing room in Globe.  Mr. Stratton commented that the paperwork that was 
submitted is not a bid, but rather it’s a “soft” estimate and he believes it may 
be high in some areas.  Chairman Martin pointed out that the cost estimate 
included personal computers for Board members, another Smart Board and a 
cabinet – all of which she said the Board already has those items.  As for the 
parking lot portion, she said that it shows almost $62,000 of concrete sidewalk 
with ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) access and it already exists.  She 
stated, “I think we need to remodel this room and have it set up as a hearing 
room.  Beyond that I can’t believe we can have that kind of money tied up in 
that.  I realize we need more wiring for IT.”  Vice-Chairman Dawson agreed with 
Chairman Martin on the items that the Board already has, and that she knows 
there has been a conversation on the parking lot.  She voiced her opposition to 
the cost to divide the conference room as she did not believe it was necessary 
as proven with the use of the Globe hearing room, which does not have 
dividers.  Secured doors for access at times when the room would be used for 
meetings, which are not during regular business hours, was an expense that 
Vice-Chairman Dawson feels would be necessary at an extra cost if the room 
were to be divided.  She stated, “I don’t believe we have to expend all the money 
in this proposal; keep it simple.  If you decide to have to divide the room, then 
we would look at the structural integrity of the flooring, but not at this time.”  
At this time the Board members and Mr. Stratton discussed the added cost to 
divide the room and the security of the building as a result of dividing it.  
Supervisor Pastor questioned the source of funding for this project.  Mr. Nelson 
recommended that funding for this proposed project would come from bond 
funds.  He stated, “Currently there is $600,000 approximately of bond funds 
that have not been committed.  That would reserve enough money to pay off 
what we have remaining on some construction contracts we are currently 
holding, plus hopefully remodel the entire Guerrero Building as planned.  
There still is some bids we have not received, but we think we have sufficient 
money to do that; that would leave $600,000.  With this remodel in Payson as 
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planned at $360,000, the security remodel that would be proposed for this 
facility of $250,000, less what was budgeted in the CIP (capital improvement 
projects) would give us sufficient bond funds to complete this project, but that 
would be the end of the bond funds and there would be no other projects really 
coming out of that of any significance.”  Supervisor Pastor replied that when 
the bond issue was proposed to the taxpayers, the County’s main focus was to 
move the probation department out of the former County hospital building, 
which is now owned by a private company.  He stated that the amount paid in 
rent for the probation department from 2005 to present is approximately 
$850,000.  He concluded by stating that he agrees that some remodeling needs 
to be done in the Payson Administration Building, but it doesn’t mean it has to 
be done at the same time.  He stated, “We need to look at what we need to do 
with the probation department; that should be our first priority.  If that isn’t 
feasible, we could direct staff to look at both issues; probation and remodel.  I 
can’t agree to a $300,000 plus remodel at the Payson (Administration Building) 
complex.  We need to look at something there, but also stay focused on 
(moving) the Probation Department, if it’s feasible.”  Another concern of his 
were the comments he has recently received from employees that feel this 
expense is not necessary due to the County seat being in Globe and the fact 
that employees have not been given raises for several years.  Supervisor 
Dawson felt that paying rent for the probation department needs to stop as 
soon as possible as that was a focal point in getting voters to vote in favor of 
the bond issue.  She stated, “We need to economically get a safe room and large 
enough to function in Payson...I agree with Supervisor Pastor that the cost is 
too much.”  Chairman Martin stated, “I would like to direct staff to bring back a 
recommendation (to the Board).  We need to move probation.  We need a better 
setup (in the Payson Administration Building) as it was a concern when we 
bought it; also the parking.  We can stage our way into making it useful...”  
Supervisor Pastor and Vice-Chairman Dawson both agreed that directing staff 
to bring a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors at a future date would 
be a good idea.  No Board action was taken on this item. 

 
 3D.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of 

Invitation for Bids No. 091411-1 for the purchase of one or more new fleet 
vehicles as specified for Gila County.   

 
 Mr. Stratton stated that part of the Fleet Department’s business plan is to 

purchase some vehicles during the 3rd and 4th quarters of this year.  He stated 
that 2 vehicles will be used by the Sheriff’s Office, 1 vehicle will be used by the 
Facilities Department, 3 vehicles will be used by the Community Development 
Division, 3 vehicles will be used by the Health Department, and 1 vehicle will 
be used by the Engineering Department, of which the vehicle for the 
Engineering Department will be paid for with HURF (Highway User Revenue 
Funds).  When Supervisor Pastor asked for the total number of vehicles to be 
purchased, he responded with “12”.  Mr. Stratton then explained the process 
for determining which vehicles will be replaced.  For example, a patrol vehicle 
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would be viewed differently.  The mileage and repair costs are also factored into 
the decision.  He emphasized that the size of the fleet is never increased.  Upon 
motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board 
unanimously authorized the advertisement of Invitation for Bids No. 091411-1 
for the purchase of one or more new fleet vehicles as specified for Gila County.   

 
 3E.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve the distribution of Local 

Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF II) to senior centers and 
other entities for their continued transportation operation at a set 
percentage per the attached list. 

 
 Mr. Stratton stated that for many years the County has used LTAF funds to 

subsidize transit within the senior centers and other entities that qualify.  As a 
result of the Legislature sweeping these funds, the County has been holding 
back funds in anticipation of providing funding for this year.  Mr. Stratton 
asked the Board to decide to divide 50% or 55% of the amount expended for 
transit services in 2010 for use in 2011.  He mentioned that the list attached to 
this agenda item, which contains the names of the entities that would receive 
the proposed funding, includes the Copper Spike excursion train.  The railroad 
company was recently sold to another company, and the new owners have 
decided to discontinue using the Copper Spike excursion train, so Mr. Stratton 
inquired whether the Board wanted to distribute that funding evenly to the 
other entities that were on the list.  Vice-Chairman Dawson asked that the 
funding remain allocated for the Copper Spike for the present time as there are 
local efforts being made to request that the excursion service be continued by 
the new company.  Supervisor Pastor read aloud a letter submitted by Jerry 
Ellison, Sr., a resident of Globe, regarding this agenda item.  Mr. Ellison wrote 
that he is in a wheel chair and he would like to receive some transportation 
assistance because the area in which he lives does not receive any 
transportation assistance at this time.  Mr. Stratton confirmed that 
transportation service is not provided in Mr. Ellison’s area; however, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is conducting a study due to 
multiple requests from citizens living in the same area as Mr. Ellison.  Upon 
motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board 
unanimously approved a 50% distribution of Local Transportation Assistance 
Funds (LTAF II) to senior centers and other entities for their continued 
transportation operations as stated on the distribution list attached to this 
agenda item.  

 
 3F.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 11-10-03, 

which authorizes the execution of an Intergovernmental Agreement 
IGA/JPA 11-028I (AG Contract No. P001 2011 002870) between Gila 
County and the State of Arizona, Department of Transportation, at an 
estimated total project cost of $506,903 for pedestrian rest stop shelters 
in various locations within Pine and Strawberry.  
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 Mr. Stratton advised that this money can only be used for pedestrian rest stop 
shelters; however, his staff has been in touch with local schools and the 
locations of the shelters could also be utilized for school bus stops if the 
schools choose to use them.  He advised that the County did not receive 
funding for the initial application that was submitted as the committee 
reviewing the applications did not feel that the shelters were aesthetically 
pleasing.  Further review was conducted on the type of shelter and the ADOT 
Board of Directors approved the application with a different style of shelter 
being used that would blend in more with the surrounding areas.  There is a 
cash match requirement of $28,893 of which HURF will be used instead of 
County funding.  Don Ascoli, a resident of Payson, submitted a public 
participation form to address this issue.  Mr. Ascoli stated that given the state 
of Arizona’s current economy, he was not certain that this was the best use for 
this funding.  He requested the name of a contact person at the state level and 
Mr. Stratton advised that he would provide that information to Mr. Ascoli after 
the meeting.  Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman 
Dawson, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 11-10-03, which 
authorizes the execution of an Intergovernmental Agreement IGA/JPA 11-028I 
(AG Contract No. P001 2011 002870) between Gila County and the State of 
Arizona, Department of Transportation, at an estimated total project cost of 
$506,903 for pedestrian rest stop shelters in various locations within Pine and 
Strawberry.  (A copy of the Resolution is permanently on file in the Board 
of Supervisors’ Office).   

 
3G.  Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for 
Invitation for Bids No. 080211-1 for the Roadyard Shop Paving Project; 
award to the lowest, responsible and qualified bidder; and authorize the 
Chairman's signature on the award contract for the winning bidder.   
 
Mr. Stratton advised that an invitation for bids was advertised for this project 
which includes some paving, fencing and concrete work at the new County 
Roadyard shop area.  There is a low bidder, AJP Electric, Inc., for this project 
and another bidder submitted a formal protest.  Mr. Stratton advised that a 
protest letter from the law firm of Lewis and Roca on behalf of Combs 
Construction has been submitted to Gila County.  He stated that letter and all 
of the other correspondence and documentation was provided to the Board as 
part of this agenda item.  Mr. Pastor advised that two public participation 
forms were submitted for this agenda item.  Chairman Martin called on 
Michael Pagonic of AJP Electric, Inc. to speak.  Mr. Pagonic advised that his 
company submitted 2 responses to Lewis and Roca’s protests, which state that 
AJP Electric is not qualified to perform this project.  Mr. Pagonic advised that 
he has never done work for Combs Construction nor Lewis and Roca.  He also 
advised that his company has been licensed since 1999 and since that time the 
company has expanded beyond doing electrical work.  Mr. Pagonic advised that 
the specifications (specs) used for this bid are the same as are used by ADOT, 
and that ADOT has prequalified his company to do the work outlined in the bid 
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specs.  He informed the Board that AJP Electric has previously done work on 
ADOT projects.  Chairman Martin then called on Robert Roos to speak on 
behalf of Combs Construction Company, Inc.  Mr. Roos stated that the title of 
this project is a paving project and based on Combs’ estimate, 38% of the work 
is paving and fencing work and with the concrete work added, the job is 
approximately 40% of work of which AJP Electric is not qualified.  He advised 
that the specs prepared by the County engineer incorporate ADOT specs, which 
are common specs that are familiar to Arizona contractors who work on ADOT 
projects.  One of the requirements of the ADOT program is for contractors to 
get prequalification from ADOT, and anyone can obtain information from the 
internet for those companies that are prequalified by ADOT.  Mr. Roos then 
handed out a page from ADOT’s listing of those companies that are 
“prequalified” to do certain types of work with AJP Electric highlighted.   
 
At 12:01 p.m., Chairman Martin announced a short break so that she could 
receive Mr. Roos’ handout.  She reconvened the meeting at 12:09 p.m. 
 
Chairman Martin called on Mr. Roos to continue speaking.  Mr. Roos stated 
that ADOT initially prequalified AJP to perform electrical work, but 
subsequently drainage and grading, miscellaneous concrete work, and signage 
were added to AJPs’ prequalification categories per ADOT.  He stated that the 
handout contained the correct information as to the types of work AJP is 
prequalified to perform per ADOT.  Mr. Roos emphasized that AJP is not 
prequalified to perform paving work.  He advised that Combs is prequalified for 
all of the categories of work that are listed in the bid specs.  Mr. Roos stated, 
“Combs is the lowest and responsive contractor for this project.  It asks that 
you award even though it is slightly higher.” Mr. Pagonic advised that AJP is 
not planning on paving this project, even though the project is named as a 
paving project.  AJP plans on performing about 75% of the work and 
subcontracting out the remaining 25% of the work.  He referred to a job in 
Somerton that AJP put down about 20,000 square feet of sidewalk of which 
that project was approved by ADOT.  Mr. Pagonic also referenced a project 
recently completed by AJP at the Payson Airport, which was not listed as a 
reference.  He pointed out that project included a lot of grading and draining, 
asphalt paving and a little electrical work, and that AJP completed most of that 
work.  He provided a contact name for that project and suggested that a 
reference check be made on AJP’s performance on that project.   
 
At this time Mr. Stratton recommended that the Board of Supervisors go into 
executive session at which time Chairman Martin asked for a motion.  Upon 
motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board 
unanimously voted to go into executive session at 12:20 p.m.   
 
At 12:48 p.m. Chairman Martin reconvened the regular session.  Mr. Stratton 
recommended that the Board award the contract for this agenda item to AJP 
Electric, Inc.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor 
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Pastor, the Board unanimously awarded a contract to AJP Electric, Inc. in the 
amount of $299,326.50 for the Roadyard Shop Paving Project - Invitation for 
Bids No. 080211-1. 
 
3H.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the advertisement of 
Invitation for Bids No. 091511-1 for pavement marking of County roads.    
 
Mr. Stratton advised that this project is to pave the County roads and the 
Engineering Department will be going by lineal footage to allow some changes 
through the course of the contract. Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, 
seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board unanimously authorized the 
advertisement of Invitation for Bids No. 091511-1 for pavement marking of 
County roads. 
 
3I.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Chief Deputy Clerk of 
the Board to remove Assessor's tax parcel numbers 301-04-082, 208-03-
321-A, 208-03-321-B, 206-21-042-B, and 304-04-212-Q from the 
November 15, 2011, BOS Property Tax Sale/Auction 
advertisement; proceed with the administrative process of selling the 
properties to Gila County, City of Globe, Town of Miami and Town of 
Payson for $1 each; and issue quit claim deeds for said sales.   
 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk, advised of the statutory process 
pertaining to real property that was newly deeded to the state of Arizona by the 
County Treasurer in 2011, and the County’s process to offer certain properties 
to Gila County or city or town within Gila County for $1 per parcel if it would 
benefit that entity, such as a roadway.  She stated that the statutes recently 
changed, which are now more in line with a process the Board of Supervisors 
adopted several years ago; however, the sale may only take place if the County, 
or a city, town or special taxing district in the County uses the property for a 
public purpose related to transportation or flood control.  Ms. Sheppard has 
received verification that each of the subject parcels listed on the agenda will 
be used for a public purpose for transportation.  Upon motion by Supervisor 
Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board unanimously 
authorized the Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board to remove Assessor's tax parcel 
numbers 301-04-082, 208-03-321-A, 208-03-321-B, 206-21-042-B, and 304-
04-212-Q from the November 15, 2011, BOS Property Tax Sale/Auction 
advertisement; proceed with the administrative process of selling the 
properties to Gila County, City of Globe, Town of Miami and Town of Payson for 
$1 each; and issue quit claim deeds for said sales.  
 
3J.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize staff to proceed with the 
proper documentation and paperwork to quit claim the Gila Pueblo 
Campus and the westerly 38 acres (approximately) of the Payson Campus 
to the Gila County Community College District, for Board consideration at 
its November 1, 2011, Regular Meeting.  Further, for staff to prepare the 
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Sales Agreement between Gila County and the Rim Country Higher 
Education Separate Legal Entity whereby Gila County would sell the 
easterly 15 acre (approximately) portion of the Payson property to 
the Rim Country Higher Education Separate Legal Entity without the 
requirements of a public auction including bidding, posting, and 
advertising the property per A.R.S. Section 11-251 Paragraph 9 for the 
Board's consideration at its November 15, 2011, Regular Meeting.  
 
Don McDaniel, County Manager, advised that the Board reviewed this item in a 
joint work session with the Gila County Community College Board on 
September 27, 2011.  Since that time Mr. McDaniel has met further with 
Kenny Evans, Payson Town Mayor and Chairman of the Rim Country Higher 
Education Separate Legal Entity (SLE); Mike Vogel; and Dr. Steve Cullen, 
Senior Dean of Gila County Community College.  Also since that time, County 
staff has been putting together a survey of the property; however, Public Works 
found discrepancies on the survey, so it is being resurveyed.  He informed the 
Board that the original intent of the State Board of Directors for Community 
Colleges was to transfer these types of properties used for college campuses 
back to the individual college districts around the state with the exception of 
the campuses in Gila County.  A state law was later enacted to allow the Gila 
County transfer to take place that otherwise would not have been able to take 
place.  Mr. McDaniel recommended that the Board of Supervisors authorize 
County staff to prepare the quit claim deed to transfer approximately 38 acres 
to the Gila County Community College District for the college campus in 
Payson and the 22 acres in Globe for the Gila Pueblo campus.  The legal 
descriptions on the quit claim deed for the Payson parcel of land will be based 
on a property survey, which he believes could be accomplished by the Board’s 
November 1st meeting.  He also recommended that staff be allowed to begin the 
process to actually sell the remaining 15 acres (approximately) of the Payson 
campus, which will be used by the Payson Separate Legal Entity for a 4-year 
university.  He stated that staff needs to develop a sales agreement with the 
Rim Country Higher Education SLE that hopefully would be presented to the 
Board of Supervisors at its November 15th meeting.  Chairman Martin paid 
special thanks to Mr. McDaniel for conducting all of the research and preparing 
this agenda item in such a short time frame.  She stated that a public 
participation form had been submitted by Thomas Loeffler requesting to 
address this item.  Mr. Loeffler, a resident of Payson, thanked the Board for 
taking quick action to address this item.  Regarding the transfer of the 
approximately 38 acres, Mr. Loeffler is in favor of having a 4-year college 
campus possibly located in Payson.  His concern is that even though state 
legislation was enacted to allow this transfer of property to the college district 
by no later than January 31, 2013, he believes that the college district is not in 
a good financial position at this time to maintain the buildings and land.  He 
requested that the County continue to maintain the college property until the 
current fiscal year’s budgeted funds have been expended.  This will allow the 
college district additional time to add that expense into the college budget.  
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With regard to the sale of the approximately 15 acres to the Rim Country 
Higher Education SLE, he was concerned whether anyone has looked at the 
design of how the college campus would look and fit on approximately 15 acres 
due to the shape of the property.  If not, he inquired whether there was 
consideration of some additional acreage to accommodate the buildings.  He 
also wanted the sales agreement to restrict certain types of buildings, such as 
those used for commercial or industrial purposes.  He questioned whether the 
SLE had available funding for this purchase.  Vice-Chairman Dawson 
addressed Mr. Loeffler’s comment with regard to a desire for the County to 
continue maintaining the college property for a length of time after the transfer 
of property takes place until the County’s budgeted funds for that maintenance 
has been expended.  She stated, “There will be income to the college with 
regard to the sale of land.  The college (district) has to grow up and be 
responsible….Educational programs and the transfer is again the college 
growing up and handling however you are going to do this.  That is not 
anything in our business in dictating how that will work out.  Do we want a 
university?  Yes, we want a university.”  Don Ascoli, a resident of Payson 
submitted a public participation form in order to address this issue.  Mr. Ascoli 
stated, “I support this proposal.  I think it’s the right thing to do.  It not only 
will increase the visibility of the County as a place to get a good education, but 
obviously it will help the economy as well for the whole County.”  Mr. Ascoli 
also thanked the Board for expeditiously addressing this item.  Upon motion by 
Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board 
unanimously authorized staff to proceed with the proper documentation and 
paperwork to quit claim the Gila Pueblo Campus and the westerly 38 acres 
(approximately) of the Payson Campus to the Gila County Community College 
District, for Board consideration at its November 1, 2011, Regular Meeting.   
Further, for staff to prepare the Sales Agreement based upon a current 
appraisal between Gila County and the Rim Country Higher Education 
Separate Legal Entity whereby Gila County would sell the easterly 15 acre 
(approximately) portion of the Payson property to the Rim Country Higher 
Education Separate Legal Entity without the requirements of a public auction 
including bidding, posting, and advertising the property per A.R.S. Section 11-
251 Paragraph 9 for the Board's consideration at its November 15, 2011, 
Regular Meeting. 
 
Item 4 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  
 
4A.  Approval of Amendment No. 3 to an Intergovernmental Agreement, 
Contract No. HG050277 (ADHS11-004485) between the Gila County 
Division of Health and Emergency Services and the Arizona Department 
of Health Services in the amounts of $318,365 for WIC (Women, Infants 
and Children) services and $50,743 for BFPC (Breast Feeding Peer 
Counseling) services for the period October 1, 2011, to September 30, 
2012. 
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4B.  Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-
010890) between the Gila County Division of Health and Emergency 
Services (Nutrition Services Program) and the Arizona Department of 
Health Services in the amount of $5,160 for the continuation of the 
Commodities Supplemental Food Program (CSFP) / Senior Farmers' 
Market Nutrition Program (SFMNP) for the period October 1, 2011, to 
September 30, 2016. 
 
4C.  Approval of the Chairman's signature on Amendment No. 1 
to Subgrantee Agreement No. 10-AZDOHS-HSGP-777304-01 between the 
Arizona Department of Homeland Security and the Gila County 
Department of Emergency Management changing the grant performance 
period to October 1, 2010, through December 31, 2011. 
 
4D.  Approval of the appointments of the following precinct 
committeemen as  submitted by the Gila County Republican 
Committee: Tonto Basin Precinct - Madra Bernard; Payson 3 Precinct - 
John D. Bailey; Payson 5 Precinct - William D. Powers; and Payson 8 
Precinct - Wanda P. Randall. 
 
4E.  Acknowledgment of the resignation of Mr. Sam Baker from the Beaver 
Valley Fire District Governing Board effective July 9, 2011, and the 
appointment of Ms. Joyce Lynch to complete the term of Mr. Baker, 
which expires November 30, 2014.  
 
4F.   Acknowledgment of the resignations of Mr. Edgar Armer and Ms. 
Ginny Ennen from the Houston Mesa Fire District Governing Board and 
the appointments of Mr. Dick Sizemore to complete the term of Mr. 
Armer, which expires November 30, 2014, and Ms. Jeanne Schoonover to 
complete the term of Ms. Ennen, which expires November 30, 2012.  
 
4G.  Approval of Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. R016-10-21 with the 
Governor's Office of Energy Policy to extend the contract termination 
date from September 30, 2011, to December 30, 2011. 
 
4H.  Approval of an Order adopting Plan 1 Revision 1 as the Gila County 
Community College Redistricting Plan and directing that the new Plan 
boundaries, including any election precinct boundary changes, shall 
become effective upon preclearance by the Department of Justice. 
 
4I.  Approval of an Order adopting Plan A as the Gila County Supervisorial 
Redistricting Plan and directing that the new Plan boundaries, including 
any election precinct boundary changes, shall become effective upon 
preclearance by the Department of Justice. 
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4J.  Approval of the January 18, 2011, January 25, 2011, February 1, 
2011, February 15, 2011, and February 24, 2011, BOS meeting minutes. 
 
4K.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of 
October 11, 2011, and October 18, 2011. 
 
October 11, 2011 
$539,624.50 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 240613 
through 240771. 
 
October 18, 2011 
$1,265,598.73 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 240772 
through 240812.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 
   
4L.  Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been 
approved by the County Manager for the weeks ending September 30, 
2011, and October 7, 2011. 
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the 
Board unanimously approved consent agenda items 4A through 4L. 
 
Item 5 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s jurisdiction. 
Board members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified 
on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-
431.01(G), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
directing staff to study the matter, responding to criticism, or scheduling 
the matter for further discussion and decision at a future date.  
 
Don Ascoli talked about the proposed redistricting of legislative districts in the 
state.  He encouraged the Board of Supervisors to consider taking an action 
stating that the position of Gila County is to be contained within one legislative 
district “so we can have some sway representing our view and positions.”   
 
Item 6 - At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events. No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member presented information on current events.   
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There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Martin adjourned the meeting at 1:37 p.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Tommie C. Martin, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
 



1 
 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  November 1, 2011 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN                                               JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON By: Marilyn Brewer 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                                  Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                       
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Tommie C. Martin, Chairman (via ITV conferencing); Shirley L. 
Dawson, Vice-Chairman; Michael A. Pastor, Supervisor; Don McDaniel, Jr., 
County Manager; John Nelson, Deputy County Manager/Clerk; Marian 
Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and Bryan Chambers, Chief Deputy County 
Attorney. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Nyra Hillery led the Pledge 
of Allegiance and Reverend Kelly Woolridge of the Payson First Assembly of God 
Church delivered the invocation.   
 
Item 2 – PRESENTATIONS: 
 

 2A.  Public recognition of 14 employees for September's and October's 
"Spotlight on Employees" Program, as follows: Nancy Rutherford, William 
Swede Carlson, Sarah White, Betty Vanta, Nyra Hillery, Michael 
Ybarra, Zack Andrade, Tiffany Sanchez, Richard Stockwell, Tim Scott, 
Jack Mathews, Sine Scott, Johnnie Perez and Anthony Puskaric.   

 
 Erica Raymond, Human Resources Assistant, presented gift cards as 

recognition awards to 14 employees for September’s and October’s "Spotlight 
on Employees" Program as follows:  Nancy Rutherford, William Swede Carlson, 
Sarah White, Betty Vanta, Nyra Hillery, Michael Ybarra, Zack Andrade, Tiffany 
Sanchez, Richard Stockwell, Tim Scott, Jack Mathews, Sine Scott, Johnnie 
Perez and Anthony Puskaric.  Each Board member thanked the employees for 
their dedicated work. 
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Item 3 – PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 

 3A.  Public Hearing - Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution 
No. 11-11-01 designating Homestead Avenue and Kachina Trail as 
Country Dirt Roads and accepting said roads into the Gila County 
Maintained Roadway System and to authorize the Chairman’s signature 
on the Country Dirt Road easement.  

 
 Steve Stratton, Public Works Division Director, stated that in May of this year a 

citizens’ petition was accepted by the Board of Supervisors to begin the process 
of designating these roads.  The Public Works Division then prepared the 
easements for the signatures of the citizens residing on these 2 roads, which 
was a lengthy process to acquire all of the signatures.  He recommended that 
the Board accept these 2 roads into the County’s Maintained Roadway System.  
Chairman Martin opened the public hearing for comments from the public.  
Hope Barnett, a resident of Globe, inquired as to the time when maintenance 
on Kachina Trail would begin.  Mr. Stratton stated that if the Board accepted 
these roads into the County’s Maintained Roadway System, then they would be 
scheduled for maintenance; however, he could not provide a definite date at 
this time.  Chairman Martin closed the public hearing and entertained a 
motion.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor 
Pastor, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 11-11-01 designating 
Homestead Avenue and Kachina Trail as Country Dirt Roads and accepting 
said roads into the Gila County Maintained Roadway System, and authorized 
the Chairman’s signature on the Country Dirt Road easement.  (A copy of the 
Resolution is permanently on file in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 

 
 Item 4 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 

 
 4A.  Information/Discussion/Action to appoint the following employees: 

Shane Stuler, Kevin Kenney, and Michael O'Driscoll as hearing officers for 
the Gila County Animal Control Department.   

 
 Michael O'Driscoll, Health and Emergency Services Division Director, stated 

that he has some additional work to do on this particular item and requested 
that it be pulled from the agenda and he would present it at a later date.  Upon 
motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board 
unanimously tabled this agenda item until after the first of the year.   

 
 4B.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve the Order to adopt 

changes to voting precinct boundaries and regular polling place locations, 
as set forth in Exhibits A-I, effective upon preclearance by the 
Department of Justice.   

 
 Linda Eastlick, Elections Director, stated that as a result of the County’s 

redistricting process to change the boundaries of the supervisorial districts and 
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college districts, there are now a number of precinct changes that will be made 
of which she recommended the Board’s approval.  A summary of all the 
changes was provided to the Board, which Ms. Eastlick reviewed with the 
Board including the old and new revised maps using the new mapping tool.  
The summary is as follows:   

 Pine-Strawberry East and Pine-Strawberry West Precincts – The Pine-
Strawberry precinct shall be divided north to south along Highway 87 and the 
new community college district boundary.  That portion of the precinct to the 
east of the highway shall be designated as the Pine-Strawberry East precinct.  
That portion of the precinct west of the highway shall be designated as the 
Pine-Strawberry West precinct.  The reason for the change is to accommodate 
new community college district boundaries.  Both precincts shall be co-located 
for voting purposes and the polling place for both shall remain the First Baptist 
Church of Pine. 

 Sierra Ancha and Carrizo Precincts – The Sierra Ancha precinct shall be 
divided north to south along the White Mountain Apache Reservation, which is 
the new supervisorial boundary.  That portion of the precinct to the west shall 
be designated as the Sierra Ancha precinct.  The Eastern portion of the 
precinct shall be merged into the Carrizo precinct.  The reason for the change 
is to accommodate new supervisorial boundaries and to include additional 
reservation lands in reservation precincts.  The Sierra Ancha polling place will 
remain in the Roosevelt Baptist Church.  There are only two voting age people 
in the eastern portion being merged into the Carrizo precinct.  Voter access will 
be greatly improved since their polling place is currently located off the 
reservation in Roosevelt, 77 miles away.  The Carrizo polling place, which 
remains at the Assembly of God Church, is on the reservation, 13 miles away. 

 Wheatfields Precinct – A new precinct shall be formed along the boundary of 
the Miami No. 1 and the Globe No. 1 precincts between Hicks Road on the 
south, Wheatfields Road and the new community college district boundary on 
the west, Jesse Lane on the north and the new supervisorial boundary on the 
east.  The new precinct shall be designated as Wheatfields.  The reason for the 
change is to accommodate new supervisorial and community college district 
boundaries.  The polling place for this precinct shall be co-located with the 
Globe No. 1 polling place at the Globe/Miami Regional Chamber of Commerce.  
While this polling place is not located within the precinct, voters will be going 
to the same polling place as they did previously.  There is no appropriate 
polling place inside the precinct boundaries.   

 Upon inquiry by Chairman Martin, Ms. Eastlick explained that co-location 
means there will be more than one precinct at the same polling place. 

 Pinal Creek and Claypool No. 2 Precincts – A new precinct shall be formed 
along the boundary of the Miami No. 1 and Globe No. 1 precincts and from the 
northern portion of the Claypool No. 2 precinct, between Bixby Road, Pinal 
Creek Road and the new supervisorial boundary on the east, Highway 188 and 
the new community college boundary on the west and the new community 
college boundary on the south.  The new precinct shall be designated as Pinal 
Creek.  The southern portion of the Claypool No. 2 precinct shall be designated 
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as the Claypool No. 1 precinct.  The reason for the new precinct is to 
accommodate new supervisorial and community college district boundaries.  
The Pinal Creek polling place shall be co-located with Claypool No. 2 polling 
place at St. Paul’s Lutheran Church as there is no appropriate location in the 
Pinal Creek precinct.  By co-locating the polling place, those voters moving 
from Claypool No. 2 to the new Pinal Creek precinct will be going to the same 
polling place as they did previously.  For those voters moved from the Globe No. 
1 precinct to the Pinal Creek precinct, St. Paul’s Lutheran Church is 2.0 miles 
closer than the previous polling place, which was the Globe-Miami Regional 
Chamber of Commerce. 

 Miami No. 1 and Miami No. 3 Precincts – The Miami No. 1 precinct shall be 
divided east to west beginning just south of Los Arcos Flore Street to the east 
and following the new college district boundary west to the Gila and Pinal 
County line.  The northern portion shall be designated as the Miami No. 1 
precinct.  The southern portion shall be merged into the Miami No. 3 precinct.  
Additionally, the boundary between Miami No. 1 and Miami No. 3 beginning at 
Canyon Avenue on the west to approximately Latham Boulevard on the east 
shall be changed to follow the new community college district boundary.  The 
reason for the change is to accommodate new community college district 
boundaries.  The polling place for Miami No. 1 remains at the First Southern 
Baptist Church.  The polling place for Miami No. 3 remains at the Miami Town 
Hall.  The Miami No. 1 polling place is 0.4 miles from the Miami No. 3 polling 
place.   

 Claypool No. 3 Precinct – The current polling place for the Claypool No. 3 
precinct located at the National Guard Armory/Regional Skill Center shall be 
eliminated.  The new polling place shall be the First Baptist Church, which is 
located within the Claypool No. 3 precinct.  Voting has been conducted at this 
facility in the past with good success.  The reason for the change is the 
deteriorating physical condition of the Armory building and difficulties moving 
large equipment located in the polling place in order to conduct voting.  The 
new voting location is 0.5 miles from the old voting location and thus voters 
will not be significantly impacted.   

 Globe No. 1 and No. 2 Precincts – The northern and northeastern portions of 
the Globe No. 2 precinct shall be merged into the Globe No. 1 precinct.  The 
new boundary line between the Globe No. 1 and Globe No. 2 precincts shall 
begin at US 60 and Broad Street on the west and follow the college district 
boundary eastward to Third Street.  The southwest portion of the Globe No. 2 
precinct shall be designated as the Globe No. 2 precinct.  The reason for the 
change is to accommodate new community college district boundaries.  Voters 
impacted by the move into Globe No. 1 precinct will now vote at the Globe-
Miami Chamber of Commerce, which is 1.0 mile from the previous polling place 
at the Lutheran Church.  The Globe No. 2 polling place at St. Peter’s Lutheran 
Church shall be eliminated and the Globe No. 2 polling place shall be co-
located with the Globe No. 3 polling place at St. John’s Episcopal Church.  The 
St. Peter’s Lutheran Church shall be eliminated as a polling place due to space 
constraints, inadequate ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) compliance, and 
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declining demographics.  The new voting location is .04 miles from the old 
voting located and thus voters will not be significantly impacted. 

 Globe No. 3 and East Globe Precincts – The northeastern portion of the Globe 
No. 3 precinct along the community college boundary at Third Street to the 
eastern boundary of the precinct shall be merged into the East Globe precinct.  
The southern portion of the Globe No. 3 precinct shall be designated as the 
Globe No. 3 precinct.  The reason for the change is to accommodate new 
supervisorial and community college district boundaries.  The Globe No. 3 
polling place at St. Paul’s Methodist Church shall be eliminated and the Globe 
No. 3 polling place shall be co-located with Globe No. 2 polling place at St. 
John’s Episcopal Church.  The reason for the polling place change is to 
eliminate the use of an ADA noncompliant polling location.  The Episcopal 
Church, which is located in the Globe No. 3 precinct, has appropriate disabled 
voter access and is located across the street from the previous polling place.  
Voters will not be impacted by this move.  The East Globe polling place shall 
remain at the Church of the Nazarene.  For voters affected by the Globe No. 3 
boundary change, the Church of the Nazarene is located 2.3 miles from the 
previous polling place at St. Paul’s Methodist Church. 

 Globe No. 4 and Globe No. 5 Precincts – The northeastern portion of the Globe 
No. 4 precinct along the community college boundary at Sixth Street 
(Josephine) shall be consolidated with the East Globe precinct.  The remainder 
of the Globe No. 4 precinct and the entire precinct shall be consolidated.  The 
new precinct shall be designated as Globe No. 4.  The reason for the change is 
to accommodate new community college district boundaries.  The reason for 
the merging of the remainder of Globe No. 4 and Globe No. 5 is declining 
demographics.  The East Globe polling place shall remain at the Church of the 
Nazarene.  For voters affected by the Globe No. 4 boundary changes, the 
Church of the Nazarene is located 1.4 miles from the previous polling place at 
the Gila County Courthouse.  The polling place for the merged precinct Globe 
No. 4 shall be at the Elks Lodge.  The Globe No. 4 polling place at the Gila 
County Courthouse shall be eliminated due to logistical challenges.  The 
Courthouse must be used immediately following the closing of the polls for 
public access to election results.  This has caused the poll workers at the 
Courthouse, not to mention the public who is waiting, a great deal of 
consternation as poll workers try to get the polling place shut down in order for 
the public to enter.  The Elks Lodge is not located in the Globe No. 4 precinct; 
however, it is the most suitable place available and is only 0.5 miles from the 
center of the precinct.  The Courthouse was not located in the Globe No. 4 
precinct and was approximately 0.7 miles from the center of the merged 
precinct.   

 Globe No. 6 Precinct – The current polling place for the Globe No. 6 precinct 
shall be moved from the Maranatha Baptist Church and co-located with the 
Globe No. 4 polling place at the Globe Elks.  The reason for this change is to 
eliminate the use of an ADA noncompliant polling location.  The Elks Lodge 
building has appropriate disabled voter access and is located 2.2 miles from 
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the previous polling place.  Voters will not be seriously impacted by the move 
as both facilities are just off the same major highway.   

 Hayden, Winkelman, Christmas Precincts Combined Into Copper Basing 
Precinct – The boundaries between the Hayden, Winkelman and Christmas 
precincts shall be dissolved and the entire area shall become a new precinct.  
The new precinct shall be designated as the Copper Basin precinct.  The voting 
place for the new Copper Basin precinct shall be the Hayden High School.  The 
Hayden, Winkelman and Christmas precincts shall be combined.  The reason 
for the change is declining population, increased permanent early voting and 
difficulties in recruiting poll workers in these areas.  The new precinct shall be 
called the Copper Basin precinct.  The new polling place shall be located at the 
Hayden High School.  This new polling place is 1.9 miles from the Hayden 
Town Hall polling place, 0.3 miles from the Winkelman Town Hall polling place 
and 9.0 miles from the Christmas polling place.  Hayden and Winkelman voters 
will not be significantly impacted by the change in the polling place.  It is 
recognized that the Christmas voters will have to drive ten miles further to the 
new polling place, but they must drive to their current polling place as this is a 
rural area and it has become extremely difficult to get poll workers to continue 
to man the previous Christmas polling place in Dripping Springs. 

 San Carlos and Christmas Precincts – The southeastern boundary between the 
Christmas and the San Carlos precincts shall be moved to the west to follow 
the reservation and new community college district boundaries.  The reason for 
the change is to accommodate new college district boundaries and to include 
additional reservation lands in reservation precincts.  There is zero population 
contained in the area being merged into the San Carlos precinct and, therefore, 
no voters are affected. 
Board members had some questions for clarification about various 

 precincts and polling places, which Ms. Eastlick reviewed with them.  Vice-
Chairman Dawson stated that during the redistricting 10 years ago, “A lot of 
updating didn’t take place and the public was not aware of the changes that 
were being made.  These are significant changes and we need constant public 
information going out and there needs to be some kind of checks and balances 
on this so that come petition time and election time people aren’t signing 
petitions in the wrong precincts, the wrong supervisor district, the wrong 
college district.  On those races it becomes a really significant difference and 
can cause heartache and anguish and difficulties.”  Vice-Chairman Dawson 
recommended that the Recorder’s Office get ready for these precinct changes.  
She will also be encouraging precinct committeemen to become familiar with 
the new boundaries for their precincts.  Ms. Eastlick stated that the Elections 
Department has already begun working with the Recorder’s Office and their 
staff will now have access to the new mapping tool.  She stated that one of the 
problems in the past was simply the lack of maps with detailed views so this 
new mapping tool will help tremendously.  She also stated that Tom Homan, 
GIS Systems Analyst Sr. for the Public Works Division, is trying to coordinate 
all data so that all departments involved will be accessing the same database.  
The Recorder’s Office is already beginning to plan these moves out so that they 
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can get their records updated; however, the boundaries will not have to be in 
place for the February election, which is the Presidential Preference Election, so 
they have some time to complete all the changes.  Supervisor Pastor stated that 
none of these changes will become permanent until they have been cleared by 
the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) and inquired how long that process will 
take.  Ms. Eastlick replied that he was correct and if everything goes right, 
before Thanksgiving there will be 4 submissions sent to the DOJ.  The 
submission of the supervisorial districts is almost complete, which will be 
followed by the college district submission, the precinct boundary changes and 
lastly a submission for the Presidential Preference Election advising of the 
County’s consolidation plan.  Once the submissions are sent, the DOJ will have 
60 days to report back to the County and, in the meantime, there will be the 
finishing up of the implementation of the changes in the Recorder’s Office.  
Chairman Martin stated she would like to see the County more proactive than 
it was 10 years ago and as soon as the detailed maps are available, that the 
Board be advised of same and that a notice be issued to the public.   She also 
inquired of Ms. Eastlick as to the time the petitions would be available for next 
year’s elections.  Ms. Eastlick replied that petitions will be available in January 
assuming that it is known what the state is doing and that nothing that the 
state is doing will impact the County.  There is a possibility that the boundaries 
that the state draws could impact either the County’s supervisorial or college 
districts or the precinct boundaries.  She did not believe that would be the case 
right now as it appears that the state is following the reservation lines until 
getting into the Salt River Canyon and the Roosevelt area, but it is unknown 
what the state will end up doing and there is a lot of ongoing discussion right 
now.  She stated that the state’s plan could drag on, but as long as the County 
has approval, the Elections Department can go ahead and work within the 
boundaries that it has and the packets will be available for candidates probably 
by mid-January.  Chairman Martin stated, “I would think that part of the 
packet needs to be the maps that we are talking about here or access to the 
maps.  I know it’s more work, but I think we need in that regard to be more 
proactive in handing them the information they absolutely need when they 
walk out of there with a packet as to where the boundaries are, ease to get 
back to us and at the same time it needs to go out to the precinct committee 
people as quick as we can get it.  We need some maximum public relations on 
this.  We need to have that information out to as many people as possible 
absolutely as quick as possible... The Recorder’s office will have enough on 
their hands without also expecting them to do the information outreach that I 
think needs to happen here.”  Ms. Eastlick replied, “I think it needs to come 
under the auspices of the Board and we need to put together a publicity 
campaign.”  Ms. Eastlick stated that in terms of the website itself she was not 
sure that the Public Works Division Engineering Department was going to be 
equipped to launch this into the public preview right away and inquired about 
this to Mr. Stratton.  Mr. Stratton stated that this is an ongoing project.  The 
legal descriptions of the boundaries have to be reviewed and the new boundary 
changes of the supervisorial and college districts have to be incorporated and 
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then Tom Homan, GIS Systems Analyst Sr., will plot the boundaries on an 
aerial mapping photo.  Mr. Stratton stated, “I want to make it very clear that 
right now this is only an in-house tool and there’s problems with things we 
have to work on and it’s not ready to go live with the public.  This is the very 
first time anybody has used it other than ourselves inside our department so 
we want to be very cautious.  My instructions to Tom (Homan) and that 
department have been that I don’t want it out to the public until all the bugs 
are out because I don’t want any problems out there.  We can work with Linda 
(Eastlick) and the Recorder’s Office in a one-on-one situation, but I really want 
everybody to understand that this is an ongoing project.  We’re still working on 
the land parcel database which is integral to this in layering and making sure 
the lines are exactly where they need to be.  So I want to caution everybody 
that it’s not ready to go live yet.”  Chairman Martin inquired when Mr. Stratton 
thought it would be completed.  Mr. Stratton replied that it’s going to be 6 
months to a year before it is done because the County still has its surveying 
crew out in the field tying points and they have a lot of work to do out there 
and then that field information has to be put into the database.  He reiterated 
that in order to have very good accuracy of the whole County, it’s going to be 
quite a while.  He stated that in certain areas of the County the work is 
complete, but not the whole County at this time.  Chairman Martin inquired, 
“Is there something that could be done between what we don’t have anything of 
and where we have everything in the next couple of months; just some hard 
maps that could be used for boundary lines without having to do interactive 
work; just some good hard maps in January that folks picking up their 
petitions can count on those maps?”  Mr. Stratton replied, “We work on it every 
day.  With a legal description, we can absolutely plot those and feel good about 
it and we can work with Linda (Eastlick) to get those, but as far as this layering 
as you’re seeing today, that’s an ongoing process.”  Supervisor Dawson stated, 
“The experience was not a pleasant one 10 years ago and when you have 
candidates in races with contested elections, which we will have, these maps, 
when they pick up their petitions, the maps need to be ready to hand to 
them...We’ve taken a big step forward and I appreciate that we don’t want to 
put out anything that isn’t accurate, but as the mapping people get what the 
DOJ approves, that has to be available for those candidates so that they know 
for certain what district boundaries are and likewise the political parties have 
to know where they can register people for these contested elections.  I think 
the thing that we didn’t realize 10 years ago was the fact that when a candidate 
goes gathering petitions in an area that isn’t in their district, lawsuits can 
result and that instead of it costing Gila County, it ends up costing the 
innocent candidate who was following just what we thought was the right thing 
to be doing.  I just see a real urgency to get this and if we’re going to follow the 
law and have petitions available, then we need to follow the law and have these 
accurate maps available and then if there is a lawsuit, it’s us that defends, not 
the candidates.”  Mr. Stratton stated, “The Engineering Department will work 
closely with the Elections Department, specifically in those areas where things 
have changed and one side of the road is one precinct or district and the other 
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side is another and provide whatever we can in assistance to them.”  
Supervisor Pastor stated that it’s going to be a little difficult with the Globe 
area because of the splitting of precincts down the middle, but the landmarks 
are pretty distinct and the changes made in the Payson No. 2 precinct into 
District 3 is also pretty distinct.  However, Supervisor Pastor felt that most of 
the candidates running for positions in those areas would be aware of most of 
those landmarks so he didn’t believe it would be too difficult, but the more 
information available, the better it would be.  Chairman Martin then inquired 
of Darryl Griffin, Internet Technology Director, that as the County launches its 
new website, if it would be possible to have all of this information and plans 
available to the public within the next 90 days.  Mr. Griffin stated that it would 
be available and much easier to find.  Chairman Martin thanked Ms. Eastlick 
for her presentation and all of the work she and her staff have completed.  
Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the 
Board unanimously approved the Order to adopt changes to voting precinct 
boundaries and regular polling place locations, as set forth in Exhibits A-I, 
effective upon preclearance by the Department of Justice.   

 
 4C.  Information/Discussion/Action to implement Phase II (a) of the Gila 

County Courthouse Security Plan at a cost not to exceed $85,000 and to 
return to the Board of Supervisors in February 2012, for further review 
and possible approval of Phase II (b) and Phase III.  

 
 Berthan DeNero, Human Resources Director, provided an update on 

Courthouse security both in Globe and Payson, which included working on 
operational, procedural and training issues; the ongoing process of issuing new 
employee badges, which is 90% complete in Globe; and scheduling a workplace 
violence class.  In Globe work has been ongoing with panic bars in the 
stairwells and jury selection is now being held in the Board of Supervisors 
Hearing room with potential jurors being wanded.  An additional team has 
been formed with Joe Heatherly, Finance Director, in charge which will work 
on security procedures for cash handling.  She requested that the Board 
approve this item so Phase II (a) can be implemented, which will include big-
dollar items such as the installation of key card access, and work on the doors 
and the elevators so that they can be closed or shut down if needed.   
Supervisor Pastor related an incident where a potential juror left the Board 
Hearing room and was wandering around in the Board of Supervisors’ office 
area and he requested that some type of process be implemented to keep that 
from happening again.  Ms. DeNero stated that she would address that issue 
and notify the Clerk of the Court of same.  Supervisor Pastor also inquired 
when it would be a requirement that all employees wear the new badges.  Ms. 
DeNero stated that as part of the update of the Gila County Merit System Rules 
& Policies, once it is adopted by the Board, then it will become a requirement; 
right now it is highly requested.  Chairman Martin inquired whether Ms. 
DeNero has received any feedback from the public or employees on the security 
changes that have already been implemented.  Ms. DeNero stated that she has 
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not received any comments.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, 
seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously approved the 
implementation of Phase II (a) of the Gila County Courthouse Security Plan at a 
cost not to exceed $85,000 and to return to the Board of Supervisors in 
February 2012, for further review and possible approval of Phase II (b) and 
Phase III. 

 
 4D.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Chairman’s 

signature on the amended Intergovernmental Agreement between the City 
of Globe and Gila County pertaining to the Broad Street Phase II Project.  

 
 Mr. Stratton advised that for the past 10 years the County and the City of 

Globe have discussed this project.  All of the details of the project have been 
worked out with the City of Globe with regard to funding and the responsibility 
of each entity for each particular item in the project.  Vice-Chairman Dawson 
inquired whether sidewalks are included in this phase of the project.  Mr. 
Stratton replied that on the majority of the project there will be sidewalks; 
however, the County still lacks 2 particular easements of which his department 
is working on obtaining those easements.  If those 2 property owners grant an 
easement, then the sidewalk will be for the whole distance and if they do not, 
the sidewalk will skip those 2 properties.  He stated that the volume of traffic 
on that road dictates that something must be done, not only with regard to the 
vehicular traffic, but also the pedestrian traffic.  This project will eliminate the 
“Y” intersection at the Walliman Road-Skyline intersection and it will become a 
“T” intersection, which is much safer.  The project will begin at the location 
where Phase 1 ended all the way to the underpass of the railroad, which is the 
reason the County widened the railroad underpass a couple of years ago.  
Chairman Martin inquired whether there are any plans to extend this project at 
some future time.  Mr. Stratton advised that there has been discussion about a 
Phase III, which would tie Six Shooter Canyon into Walliman Road with 
another creek crossing on Upper Pinal.  A study was conducted about 4-6 
years ago extending it on out to Highway 77; however, at this time, it is his 
opinion that the County needs to work with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation because the new proposed routes on the new highway could be 
in conflict with the extension to Highway 77.  Chairman Martin stated that she 
likes the Phase III part because it would give an additional exit out of that area 
in the event of a potential forest fire.  Mr. Stratton stated that a potential forest 
fire and also flooding were being reviewed.  Chairman Martin encouraged him 
to continue working on Phase III.   Mr. Stratton stated that work is continuing 
at the current time; however, because of the limitation of funds and grants 
through Central Arizona Association of Governments, it is going to slow down 
the process.  Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman 
Dawson, the Board unanimously authorized the Chairman’s signature on the 
amended Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Globe and Gila 
County pertaining to the Broad Street Phase II Project.  
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 4E.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the Chairman's 
signature on Termination and Release of Lease for the real property 
location at 4053 East Highway 60, Claypool, AZ between Freeport-
McMoRan Miami, Inc. and Gila County effective July 1, 2011. 

 
 Mr. Stratton stated that the effective date for the termination of this lease was 

July 1, 2011; however, the County was asked to remain on the books a little bit 
longer until the Gila County Community College District had in place a good 
lease with Freeport, which they now have.  This property is better known as the 
“Old Armory” and it was occupied by the County’s Facilities Department.  This 
was presented to the Board in 2009 at which time the County was looking at 
obtaining bond funds.  One of the proposed uses of the bond funds was to 
relocate the Facilities Department to a County-owned building rather than 
remaining at the Armory building.  The Facilities Department has since 
relocated to a County-owned facility, so the lease can now be terminated.  Mr. 
Stratton stated that this termination is agreeable to Freeport McMoRan and he 
recommended approval by the Board.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, 
seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously authorized the 
Chairman's signature on the Termination and Release of Lease for the real 
property location at 4053 East Highway 60, Claypool, AZ between Freeport-
McMoRan Miami, Inc. and Gila County effective July 1, 2011. 
 

 4F.  Information/Discussion/Action to adopt the County Supervisors 
Association 2011 Legislative Summit Report and authorize the County 
Manager and Deputy County Manager to support or oppose any legislation 
which furthers those goals and priorities or is in the best interests of Gila 
County.   

 
 Don McDaniel, County Manager, stated that each Board member has had the 

opportunity to review the various pieces of legislation that CSA (County 
Supervisors Association) has brought forward and the supervisors voted on 
those at the Legislative Summit in October.  This agenda item will provide an 
opportunity for the Board to vote on and support the legislation.  As the 
opportunity arises and the proposed legislation moves forward, each Board 
member may individually support these pieces of legislation knowing that the 
full Board has approved them.  Approval will also give authorization to the 
County Manager and Deputy County Manager to speak on behalf of the Board 
with regard to these pieces of legislation.  Vice-Chairman Dawson noted that 
there were also 3 other statements included in the legislative packet.  
Supervisor Pastor stated that those 3 were considered the CSA policy priorities 
and included the prisoner shifts, the mandated county contributions and 
HURF (Highway User Revenue Funds) funding shifts along with the 14-15 
legislative proposals that the Board was reviewing today.  Mr. McDaniel stated 
that there were 11 proposals that CSA supported and 4 that the County was 
going to jointly support with other agencies.  He reviewed the 3 top priorities 
that are not specifically legislative matters.  One priority is to repeal the adult 
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prisoner shift that was passed last year and will go into effect July of next year; 
the second was to eliminate the freeze or freeze-mandated county contributions 
that Gila County has so far been able to escape; and the third was to also 
eliminate or freeze the shifts from HURF to the Department of Public Safety 
and the Motor Vehicle Division.  Vice-Chairman Dawson stated that she 
wanted to make sure that publicity goes out locally and especially emphasizes 
the repeal of the prisoners shift.  Mr. McDaniel stated that the County has just 
issued a press release of a summary of the Legislative Summit and what topics 
the County values that will go to all of the media in Gila County.  Depending on 
the newspaper print dates, it should be coming out in the next week or so.  Mr. 
McDaniel also encouraged personal contacts with the legislators.  Upon motion 
by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board 
unanimously adopted the County Supervisors Association 2011 Legislative 
Summit Report and authorized the County Manager and Deputy County 
Manager to support or oppose any legislation which furthers those goals and 
priorities or is in the best interests of Gila County.   

 
Item 5 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  
 

 5A.  Approval of Amendment No. 5 to an Intergovernmental Agreement 
(Contract No. DE111006001) between the Arizona Department of 
Economic Security and Gila County Board of Supervisors to add 
subsection 34.2 to Section 34.0 - Audit, and add subsection 35.2 
to Section 35.0 - Applicable Law. 
 

 5B.  Approval to accept the reappointment of Cindy Fletcher, 
representing the private sector, to the Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment 
Board for an additional four-year term retroactive from July 27, 2011, to 
July 26, 2015. 

 
 5C.  Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement for Election Services 

between Gila County Department of Elections and the Town of Payson to 
provide voting equipment for their mayor and council election on March 
13, 2012, and run-off election on May 15, 2012, (if needed).  
 

 5D.  Acknowledgment of the resignation of Mr. Harry Jones from 
the Whispering Pines Fire District Governing Board and the appointment 
of Mr. Chris Oberg to complete the term of Mr. Jones, which 
expires November 30, 2014.   

 
 5E.  Acknowledgment of the resignation of Ms. Brenda Straw from 

the Tonto Basin Fire District Governing Board and the appointment of 
Ms. Kathryn Ann Dorsett to complete the term of Ms. Straw, which 
expires November 30, 2012.   
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 5F.  Approval of Amendment No. 1 to a U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Forest Service Special Use Authorization to allow the Forest Service to 
dump at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill and the Forest Service will be 
extended a fee credit at the landfill in the amount of the annual landfill 
bill through December 31, 2012.  

 
 5G.  Approval of the September 2011 Monthly Office Activity Report 

submitted by The Payson Regional Constable's Office.  
 
 5H.  Approval of the September, 2011 monthly departmental activity 

report submitted by the Globe Regional Justice Court.  
 
 5I.   Approval of the September 2011 monthly departmental activity 

report submitted by Clerk of the Superior Court. 
 
 5J.  Approval of the March 1, 2011, March 3, 2011, March 15, 2011, April 

12, 2011, April 19, 2011, and June 7, 2011, BOS meeting minutes.  
 
 5K.  Acknowledgement of the Human Resources weekly reports for all 

personnel action items approved by the County Manager for the month of 
October 2011, as follows:  October 3, 2011, October 11, 2011, October 18, 
2011, and October 25, 2011. 

 
 October 3, 2011 
 Temporary Hires to County Service: 

1. Paul R. Larkin – Globe Regional Justice Court – Temporary Pro-Tem – 
09/20/11 – General Fund 

End Probationary Period
2. Joseph Williams – Assessor – Appraiser – 10/11/11 – General Fund  

: 

 Position Review: 
 3.  Robert Whittle – Public Works – Solid Waste Operations Worker – 09/26/11  
      – Probationary Period extended to October 24, 2011 
 SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
 Departures from County Service: 

4.  Kevin M. Fane – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 09/28/11 – General  
     Fund – DOH 11/13/06 – Resignation  
5.  Carl Melford – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 09/29/11 – General  
     Fund – DOH 02/09/09 – Resignation  

 
 Week of October 11, 2011 
 Departures from County Service: 
 1.  Pablo Lopez – Probation – Deputy Probation Officer Supervisor – 09/30/11 –  
      Various Funds – DOH 08/25/83 – Retirement 
 Request Permission to Post: 
 2.  Community Services – Administrative Clerk (Temporary) – Vacated by Dawn  
      VanPraag – Date Vacated 09/23/11 
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 SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
 Hires to County Service: 
 3.  Kevin Paul Roberts – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 10/13/11 –  
      General Fund – Replacing Rion Ramirez 
 Departmental Transfers: 

4.  Keith Johnson – Sheriff’s Office – From Detention Officer – To Detention  
     Officer Sergeant – 10/10/11 – General Fund  
5.  David Christopher Kell – Sheriff’s Office – From Detention Officer – To  
     Detention Officer Sergeant  – 10/10/11 – General Fund  

 
 Week of October 18, 2011 
 Departures from County Service: 

1. Mark Clark – Animal Control – Hearing Officer (Contractor) – 09/03/11 –  
    Rabies Control Fund – DOH 03/21/01 – Resigned  
2. Roxanna Dennhardt – Community Services – Administrative Clerk –  
    10/07/11 – Multiple Funds – DOH 03/05/07 – Lack of funding  
3. Carolyn Haro – Community Services – Manager Community Services –  
    10/07/11 – Multiple Funds – DOH 10/01/96 – Lack of funding  
4. Kimberly Salcido – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer - 10/03/11 –  
    General Fund – DOH 02/02/09 - Job abandonment   

 Hires to County Service: 
5.  Alfonso Alvarez – Recorder – Recorder’s Clerk – 10/24/11 – General Fund –  
     Replacing Cheryl Hale  
6.  Tayari Coatie-Flemming – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer –  
     10/24/11 – General Fund – Replacing Kimberly Salcido  
7.  Elacio Martinez – Probation – Juvenile Detention Officer – 10/24/11 –  
     General Fund – Replacing Michael Collett  
8.  Colleen Valencia – Clerk of Superior Court – Court Clerk – 10/20/11 – Drug  
     Enforcement Fund – Replacing Jolene Myers  
Departmental Transfers
9.  Charlotte Williams – Recorder – From Recorder’s Clerk – To Senior  

: 

     Recorder’s Clerk – 09/26/11 – General Fund  
Request Permission to Post
10.  Health and Emergency Services – Community Health Assistant – Vacated  

: 

       by Charlene Becker – Waiver of 120 Day Hiring Freeze approved on  
       10/05/11  
11.  Finance – Accounting Senior – Vacated by Jeremy Thurman – Waiver of  
      120 Day Hiring Freeze Approved on 10/04/11  
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 

12.  Sharisse Dee – Sheriff’s Office – From 911 Dispatcher – To Detention  
Departmental Transfers: 

       Officer – 10/06/11 - General Fund – Replacing Carl Melford 
Position Review
13.  Lisa Dzera – Sheriff’s Office – From Part Time Administration Clerk – To  

: 

       Full Time Administration Clerk – 10/10/11 – General Fund 
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 Week of October 25, 2011 
 Departures from County Service: 

1.  Gail Widner – Clerk of the Superior Court – Court Administrative Assistant –  
     10/12/11 – General Fund – DOH 11/14/94 – Resignation  
2.  Pascal Brown – County Attorney’s Office – Deputy County Attorney Senior –  
     11/04/11 – General Fund – DOH 06/23/06 – Resignation  
3.  Cory Riley – Public Works – Temporary Solid Waste Operations Worker –  
     09/24/11 – Solid Waste Fund – DOH 08/17/11 – Temporary position,   
     services no longer required  
4.  Brenda Christine Kell – Health and Emergency Services – Administrative  
     Clerk Sr. – 10/10/11 – Immunization Fund – DOH 08/20/07 – 
     Unsuccessful completion of probationary period  
5.  Marilyn Cruz – Public Works – Custodian – 10/07/11 – Facilities  
     Management Fund – DOH 11/30/92 - Retirement  
Temporary Hire to County Service
6.  Stephanie Chaidez – Public Fiduciary – Administrative Clerk – 10/20/11 –  

: 

     General Fund  
 Departmental Transfers: 

7.  Larry Dooly – Public Works – From Building Maintenance Technician – To  
     Building Maintenance Technician Senior – 11/7/11 – Facilities  
     Management Fund 
End Probationary Period
8.  Kevin Kenney – Health and Emergency Services – Rural Addressing Analyst  

; 

     – 10/11/11 – General Fund  
9.  Charles Turney – Health and Emergency Services – Community Health  
     Assistant Sr. – 10/11/11 – Community Health Grant Fund  
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
10.  Richard Corso – Sheriff’s Office – Deputy Sheriff – 10/11/11 – General  
       Fund – DOH 02/18/08 – Termination   
 

 5L.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of 
October 25, 2011, and November 1, 2011.  

 
 October 25, 2011 

$1,247,151.11 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 240813 
through 241079. 

 November 1, 2011 

$1,726,856.83 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 241080 
through 241271.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.)   
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 5M. Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been 
approved by the County Manager for weeks ending October 14, 2011, and 
October 21, 2011.  

 
 Copies of the contract reports are permanently on file in the Board of 

Supervisors’ Office. 
  

Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the 
Board unanimously approved Consent Agenda action items 5-A through 5-M. 
 
Item 6 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s jurisdiction. 
Board members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified 
on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-
431.01(G), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
directing staff to study the matter, responding to criticism, or scheduling 
the matter for further discussion and decision at a future date.  
 
Jesse Bryant, a resident of Globe, provided an update to the Board on the state 
redistricting for the congressional and the legislative districts of Arizona.  He 
again invited the support of Gila County to join with other entities which have 
passed resolutions in support of the proposals he had previously presented to 
the Board.   
 
Item 7 - At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events. No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member presented information on current events.   
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Martin adjourned the meeting at 11:45 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Tommie C. Martin, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
 



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  November 15, 2011 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN                                               JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON By: Marilyn Brewer 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                                  Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                       
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Tommie C. Martin, Chairman (via ITV conferencing); Shirley L. 
Dawson, Vice-Chairman; Michael A. Pastor, Supervisor; Don McDaniel, Jr., 
County Manager; John Nelson, Deputy County Manager/Clerk (via ITV 
conferencing); Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and Daisy Flores, County 
Attorney. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Shirley Dawson led the 
Pledge of Allegiance and Debora Savage delivered the invocation.   
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 
 

 2A. Supervisors' Annual Property Tax Sale/Auction for the sale of real 
property deeded to the state of Arizona by Treasurer's Deed in the year 
2011.  
 
Vice-Chairman Dawson, speaking on behalf of Chairman Martin for the auction 
portion of the meeting, advised the public of the bidding procedures.  There 
were 33 properties listed for sale at today’s auction.  She advised the audience 
of the statutory process whereby any newly deeded properties must be 
advertised for sale although the Board is not obligated to sell every parcel.  She 
further advised that the minimum acceptable bid would be the total lien 
amount as listed on the tax sale list and that all bids are final and no 
warranties or guarantees as to the condition of the property are given by the 
County.  The Board addressed each of the 33 parcels separately.  The auction 
results were as follows: 
 

Tax Parcel # Lien Amount Sale Amount Purchaser’s Name 
101-07-021-A $2,740.94 -- -- 



101-12-087-A $850.82 $850.82 Sold to Randall Bohl 
101-12-087-B $951.04 $951.04 Sold to Randall Bohl 
206-06-060 $1,551.12 -- -- 
206-19-502 $1,632.72 -- -- 
206-21-104-A $2,348.65   -- -- 
206-21-515 $2,139.83 -- -- 
206-21-518 $1,623.58 -- -- 
206-21-519 $1,623.58 -- -- 
206-21-520 $1,623.58 -- -- 
206-21-521 $1,623.58 -- -- 
206-21-522 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-21-523 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-21-524 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-21-525 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-21-526 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-21-527 $1,620.38 -- -- 
206-22-500 $1,462.16 -- -- 
207-08-221 $1,620.22 $1,620.22 Sold to Rodney Jones 
208-03-154 $410.36 -- -- 
302-23-109-B $1,766.35 -- -- 
302-60-193 $873.38 -- -- 
302-60-194 $563.38 -- -- 
302-60-195 $4,213.77 -- -- 
302-60-196 $563.38 -- -- 
302-60-197 $912.86 -- -- 
302-60-198-A $931.74 -- -- 
302-60-200-C $693.82 -- -- 
302-60-202 $2,373.31 -- -- 
302-60-203 $952.58 -- -- 
302-60-204 $3,282.56 -- -- 
302-60-205-E $4,770.56 -- -- 
304-01-314-C $402.16 -- -- 
 
Chairman Martin made the motion to approve the sale of tax parcel number 
101-12-087-A to Randall Bohl in the amount of $850.82.  Chairman Martin 
then made the motion to approve the sale of tax parcel number 101-12-087-B 
to Randall Bohl in the amount of $951.04.  It was noted on the list of parcels 
for sale that both of the above noted parcels must be sold together.  Vice-
Chairman Dawson then called for a vote for both motions.  Both motions were 
unanimously approved by the Board.   
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Chairman Martin, the Board 
unanimously approved the sale of tax parcel number 207-08-221 to Rodney 
Jones in the amount of $1,620.22.   
 



Vice-Chairman Dawson closed the Supervisors' Annual Property Tax 
Sale/Auction. 
 

 2B.  Information/Discussion/Action to review all proposals submitted for 
Request for Proposals No. 033011-1 for merchant services; reject or award 
to the lowest, responsible and qualified bidder.   

 
 Joseph Heatherly, Finance Director, requested that the Board reject all 

proposals that were submitted to the County because recently several 
questions have arisen internally and all departments need to be reviewed.   
Since the Request for Proposals was advertised, the Justice of the Peace chose 
another option, which takes away from the volume as the bid prices are 
volume-driven.  Mr. Heatherly stated that he would probably go out for bids 
again around the first of the year.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, 
seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously rejected all of the 
proposals submitted for Request for Proposals No. 033011-1 for merchant 
services.   

 
2C.  Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for 
Request for Bids No. 070111-1 for Janitorial Service; award to the lowest, 
responsible and qualified bidder; and authorize the Chairman's signature 
on the award contract for the winning bidder.   
 
Mr. Heatherly stated that 12 requests for bids were sent out and 2 were 
received back.  He recommended that a contract be awarded for janitorial 
services for the facilities located in Globe to G.B. Home Cleaning as this 
company was the lowest bidder, references were provided and the bid was 
reviewed by staff from the Public Works Division.  Supervisor Pastor inquired if 
this company would be hiring the temporary County employees that were hired 
during the interim.  Mr. Heatherly replied that this was suggested to the 
company owner, who stated that they will consider hiring these employees; 
however, the County cannot tell them who to hire.  The Board discussed the 
costs, which Mr. Heatherly stated are a little bit complicated because some of 
the additional duties are required quarterly while others are semi-yearly, but 
the approximate cost would be $105,000 per year.  Chairman Martin noted 
that the other bid received was approximately $3,000 more per month.  Upon 
motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the Board 
unanimously awarded a contract to G.B. Home Cleaning in the amount of 
$6,536.43 per month for Request for Bids No. 070111-1 for Janitorial Service 
and authorized the Chairman's signature on the award contract. 
 
2D. Information/Discussion/Action to approve the Solar Renewable 
Energy Credit Purchase Agreement - Grid-Tied Photovoltaic System 
(APS Contract No. 18703) between Gila County and Arizona Public Service 
Company for solar energy funding in conjunction with PV Advanced 
Concepts at no up-front capital investment by Gila County for the 
County's Central Heights complex.  



 
Steve Stratton, Public Works Division Director, provided a summary to the 
Board on this item.  He stated that in the spring of this year he came before the 
Board requesting approval to submit several grant applications to Arizona 
Public Service (APS).  One was awarded at that time for 200 kilowatts (kW) at 
the Globe Courthouse and those solar panels would be placed on parking 
structures.  The Board accepted that grant and then a contract was negotiated 
with Tioga Energy for the installation to provide the electricity to the County at 
$.08/kW per hour.  Shortly thereafter Mr. Stratton returned to the Board and 
requested approval to submit grant applications for the Central Heights and 
Public Works complexes.  The County has now been awarded a grant for 
Central Heights, which is the item being requested for approval today.  Mr. 
Stratton further advised that he will be returning for Board approval in 
December on an amended agreement with Tioga Energy.  He explained that the 
County has held up the purchase of the Courthouse materials so that it could 
be put in the same order with the material for this project, which will further 
lower the County’s cost per kW to $.077 per hour rather than the $.08.  Mr. 
Stratton explained that this item is to merely accept the grant from APS and 
authorize the Chairman to sign the forms.  Then hopefully on December 6, 
2011, Mr. Stratton stated that he will be back before the Board with the 
agreement with Tioga Energy and that will conclude this current round of solar 
energy projects so the work can begin.  He noted that these solar panels will 
also be placed on parking structures at the Central Heights complex and will 
produce 300 kW.  Supervisor Pastor inquired if since these 2 projects are 
different grants, will the County be able to combine the money to buy material 
for the whole project or will the County be restricted?  Mr. Stratton replied that 
the County will not be restricted and that is the reason the energy rate will go 
down because the County will get a better deal by ordering all of the necessary 
equipment for the installation of both projects at one time, plus there’s only 
one mobilization charge by Kitchell Construction Company, which is the 
construction contractor.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by 
Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously approved the Solar Renewable 
Energy Credit Purchase Agreement - Grid-Tied Photovoltaic System 
(APS Contract No. 18703) between Gila County and Arizona Public Service 
Company for solar energy funding in conjunction with PV Advanced Concepts 
at no up-front capital investment by Gila County for the County's Central 
Heights complex.  
 
2E.  Information/Discussion/Action to authorize the issuance of a quit 
claim deed transferring ownership of a parcel of land in Globe used for the 
Gila Pueblo Community College Campus and the westerly 32.459 acres of 
a parcel of land in Payson used for the Gila Community College Campus 
from Gila County to Gila Community College, a Provisional Community 
College District pursuant to A.R.S. §15-1409.  (Don McDaniel)  

 
Don McDaniel, County Manager, stated that the Board has had the opportunity 
to discuss this item in a couple of past meetings in which the Board decided it 



would be appropriate to proceed with quit claiming these 2 college campus 
properties to the Gila County (Provisional ) Community College District 
(GCCCD).  This item includes a quit claim deed for the entire Gila Pueblo 
Campus in Globe and for about two-thirds of the Payson Campus for a total of 
approximately 32.5 acres.  Mr. McDaniel recalled that the Board has until 
January 2013 by special legislation to accomplish this transfer of property.  
Since it was the original intent of the State College District Board to have these 
properties under the ownership of the community colleges, he recommended 
that this be approved by the Board.  Chairman Martin advised that there were 
2 people present who requested to address the Board.  Supervisor Pastor stated 
that he attended the GCCCD governing board meeting last week and the 
members had several questions and there was a lot of serious discussion.  He 
noted that Tom Loeffler, a GCCCD governing board member, was present at 
today’s meeting in Payson and requested that Mr. Loeffler speak about the 
issues.  Mr. Loeffler, also a resident of Payson, stated that GCCCD President 
Bob Ashford could not attend today’s meeting and requested that he represent 
the Board at this meeting.  Mr. Loeffler noted that the Board of Supervisors 
received a copy of the GCCCD’s resolution that was passed at its special 
meeting on November 10, 2011.  He emphasized that the second “Whereas” in 
the resolution basically stated that the GCCCD board does support the selling 
of land to the Rim Country Education Alliance Separate Legal Entity (SLE) for 
the purpose of their endeavor to bring a 4-year college to the Payson area.  He 
stated, “The discrepancy I believe is between the agenda that you have today 
and our motion, our resolution.  At our work session on October 3, 2011, 
between the GCCCD governing board and the Gila County Board of 
Supervisors, we heard a presentation from Mayor Evans (of Payson) requesting 
that he would be interested in purchasing about 9-10 acres of our campus 
property for their 4-year university-phase 1.  Subsequent to that on October 
15, 2011, at your regular board meeting, agenda item 3J, I believe it was, and 
this was passed as I found out yesterday, you (the Board of Supervisors) were 
talking about an approximate 15 acres going towards the SLE purchase and 
approximately 38 acres would stay and become the northern campus for the 
GCCCD.   We took the motion that was passed and worked off of that acreage 
and tried to do some of our homework and using some of the projections that 
others have given us to come up with the acreage that we thought was 
necessary in Payson to accommodate the potential of a number of students 20 
years down the road.  So we worked off of those numbers, those approximate 
numbers.   It wasn’t until our special meeting on November 10, 2011, that we 
learned that those numbers had been altered.  I know it says approximate, but 
it looked like from what we understand that it would be almost approximately 
22 acres that your motion or your endeavor was looking at making available for 
the SLE.  That, according to my calculations, is about a 45% increase from 
what your motion was on October 18, 2011, which to me is a little bit outside 
the realm of approximate.  We did discuss this at our board meeting and the 
conclusion was that we believe that the 15 acres, which was the original 
concept we were working off of, was an accurate figure and that remaining 
portion was something that we felt we needed for expansion in the future.  I 



can go into the reasons why we thought the acreage was important, but I will 
stop here and answer any questions that you might have.”  Chairman Martin 
then called on Mike Vogel, Chairman of the SLE and a resident of Payson.  Mr. 
Vogel stated that in regard to the Payson property on the far-east side, it 
narrows down considerably to the point where most of it is useless and also 
take into account that the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) has a 
right-of-way along the side.  There is no way to go north because of a water 
tank sitting there so basically that part is useless.  Mr. Vogel stated that in 
regard to the balance of the property, “The SLE actually only wanted 10 acres 
to start with and the properties that are going to be left are unbuildable or so 
extremely expensive that it won’t happen.  And, by the way, I talked to the 
Mayor (Evans) and he is in a meeting currently with Arizona State University 
(ASU) and if you want to talk to him I can get him on the phone and he is 
willing to step out and respond.  The 22 acres actually came from the County.  
It did not come from the SLE; in fact, tentatively speaking, nothing has been 
discussed with the SLE.  I understand there’s a problem and again I don’t 
believe newspapers, but apparently there’s a problem with the appraisal.  The 
SLE had nothing to do with hiring either one of the appraisers.  But when you 
start taking an account of the property to the east and the shoulder or right-of-
way for ADOT, you can see how that portion is basically worth nothing.  It’s 
just too narrow and we’re not able to go north.  As far as planning, since day 
one we have always said that we plan on working with GCCCD; in fact, I’ve 
mentioned in a couple of places that at times when we started talking about 
dormitories, we fully expect to have to work with GCCCD and they would be 
welcome.  I do believe again once we get into it, I believe that there can be 
agreements for expansion.  If the educational building isn’t being used, I see no 
reason why GCCCD can’t use it.  So the SLE, from 4 years ago, has continually 
talked about working with GCCCD.   Not one time have we ever talked about 
anything but that, so the 22 acres does work for us.  There is a 10-acre parcel 
in there and I forget the name of the road where they want the line drawn.”  
Chairman Martin responded that the name of the road is Graham Ranch Road.  
Mr. Vogel continued stating, “We don’t have a problem with that, but we do 
need to have 10 full buildable acres.  That’s what’s required to make this thing 
work.  So if you have questions, I’ll answer anything I can and if you want I can 
call up the Mayor and he’ll step out long enough to respond to any questions of 
him.”  Vice-Chairman Dawson stated, “On the east corner of this property, Mr. 
Vogel and others have said, ‘Well you can’t build on it,’ but the master 
drawings that Mayor Evans had, and I discussed with him the Buttes at that 
other university (ASU).  There’s a hotel in the Buttes and on the map that 
Mayor Evans presented on the master plan he does plan to develop a hotel site 
in there.”  Mr. Vogel responded by stating to Vice-Chairman Dawson, 
“Understand that this is in motion, but as of about 2 months ago or maybe 
even a month ago that hotel went away because we did not want to purchase 
that private land.  On the south side, that hotel is still going, but on the north 
side that has been taken off the board.  And even with that if you look at the 
tank, we had problems with that.  We would end up having to purchase the 
entire 40 some acres plus or minus and to date we have chosen not to do that.”  



Chairman Martin explained, “What I think I also understand about this design 
is that to get the 10 useful acres, it will take the 22 acres to do that.  To get the 
right-of- way taken out and to get that eastern most tiny little triangle taken 
out, it will take the 22 to get them the 10 useful acres.  That’s one thing that it 
does.  The second thing that it does is that there continues to be political 
pressure on the north side of this property about this Graham Ranch Road, 
whether a road will go through there or not go through there.   And I know that 
the current mayor has said that as long as he is mayor we won’t have a road, 
but that lasts as long as he is the mayor.  The piece of property, that last piece 
through there, has also been discussion from the Town (of Payson) requiring 
whoever holds it to have an easement there for a road, for a potential future 
road.  I think that’s something that the GCCCD doesn’t need to bear the weight 
of those politics of whether or not there’s a road that runs down the side.  That 
can be something between the SLE and the Town, and the GCCCD gets paid for 
that piece of property.  I think the SLE is hanging out in a generous way willing 
to buy that eastern-most sliver.  I believe that’s what makes, and I’m going to 
mix apples and oranges here for a minute, I think that is one of the things that 
decreases the price of that appraisal we had was including that eastern-most 
sliver.  And yet rather than sitting there with a sliver that we can do nothing 
with and then this SLE in the middle of it and then again the college on the 
other side, that it’s a better all around deal to have the SLE pay for that sliver 
that they are not going to use at this point.  We’re not going to certainly do 
something with it once we take the center out of it, and that’s just more of the 
Graham Ranch Road line simply squaring up between the 2 of them, an 
existing situation that the Town and the SLE can decide whether or not they go 
forward with a road there or not.  And that’s the only other piece I would add to 
this conversation for a comment and wondered if you all have any other 
comments or questions on this.”  Supervisor Pastor commented, “Right now the 
agenda item is addressing just the quit claim deed transfer, the ownership for 
GCCCD Globe campus and the 32.459 acres of the GCCCD Payson campus.  I 
don’t believe that the agenda allows us to even really be discussing the 
remaining 20 acres because that’s a different item.  Are we dealing with the 
SLE; are we dealing with the city of Payson?  Right now we are just discussing 
the quit claim deed transfer of those 2 parcels of land and the 22 acres aren’t 
even involved in this agenda item, the way that I look at it.”  Chairman Martin 
inquired if Supervisor Pastor was ready to make a motion.  Mr. Pastor replied, 
“Yes, and just so everybody is clear on the point, I think the discussion for the 
remaining acreage that we are talking about is something that needs to be 
continued in the discussion that we are having about the ASU-Payson 
development plan and where we are going with it because I don’t think 
anything is set in stone as far as I can find out.  Still, I’m waiting on answers 
and I don’t have any sound information to indicate that this project is going to 
move soon or going to move later.  I would encourage us to just go ahead and 
make the motion on the quit claim deed transferring ownership of the Globe 
campus and the 32 acres of the Payson campus, otherwise we’ll be here 
discussing the whole concept of Payson/ASU/GCCCD for the rest of the 
afternoon and I don’t think that really bears any fruit for us at this stage of the 



conversation.  I know the County Manager has been communicating with the 
mayor and we’ve provided some documentation and stuff, but we have not 
heard any response back so I think we ought to just focus on the agenda item 
and then we’ll get to the rest of the process as we move down the road here if 
that’s agreeable to everybody.”   Supervisor Pastor then made the motion, 
which was seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, to authorize the issuance 
of a quit claim deed transferring ownership of a parcel of land in Globe used for 
the Gila Pueblo Community College Campus and the westerly 32.459 acres of 
a parcel of land in Payson used for the Gila Community College Campus from 
Gila County to Gila Community College, a Provisional Community College 
District pursuant to A.R.S. §15-1409.  Mr. Vogel stated, “Just to correct 
Supervisor Pastor, technically like I said, the SLE has not been involved.  And 
again I hear the naysayers every day.  Do I believe this is going to happen?  If 
you can find one person who will tell you I waste my time with anything, I 
wouldn’t be chairman.  Is it going to go forward?  Yes.  Do I think it will go 
forward with that remaining land?  No not with that site.  I think somebody’s 
going to own it, but it won’t be us and I’m talking as chairman.  And I’ll 
emphasize to my board that it’s not worth the extra cost to take that balance of 
the land and go with it.  I do believe this is one of those times that it’s going to 
set it back 2 years and that’s just the way it is.  And if that’s how the Board 
feels, that’s fine.  I understand there’s things that you have to do, but I think 
we’ve been very open up front from planning from day one and again we’re 
getting off the subject a little bit, but it also includes that subject.  So we’ve 
done everything that we can do and like I said it will explode the cost of that 
land or to build on that portion and then to expect us to buy property that is 
useless, that’s the way it goes.  Supervisor Pastor stated to Mr. Vogel, “Mike, 
there’s no intent to delay anything.  It’s just if you’ll read—I think what’s 
happened is this item has become so emotional for everybody and so political.  
All we are talking about is quit claiming the property that is currently used by 
the campuses up to and in Payson up to the 32 acres which still has the 20-
acre parcel there that you know.  The County right now, I think we’re waiting 
for a response from the mayor as to some of the information we’ve provided 
him.  So there’s nothing to hinder the progress of this project.  We’re just 
dealing with quit claiming the property that the state is requiring us to do to 
the GCCCD.  And we’re just kind of holding the 20 acres to figure out where 
everybody is going with this thing.”  Mr. Vogel responded by stating:  “Well 
using that same argument, the state requires it.  The SLE is the Rim Country 
Educational Alliance.  It could be quit claim deeded to us and it would be used 
strictly for education.  I saw something that I read yesterday that they didn’t 
want industrial.  Okay, by the furthest stretch of the imagination I don’t know 
where that came from.”  Chairman Martin stated, “I’m going to cut off 
discussion because we will be discussing this again I believe the 6th of 
December.  I think that’s in motion to at least on the 6th of December discuss 
that parcel and we will keep discussing it at that point.  I just want to take 
action on this item.  There’s a motion and a second.  Any further discussion?”  
There was no further discussion.  The motion was unanimously passed by the 
Board.   



 
 2F.  Information/Discussion/Action to approve the FY2011 Edward Byrne 

Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program Application in the 
amount of $13,234.  

  
 Claudia DalMolin, Chief Administrative Officer for the Sheriff’s Office, stated 

that this grant application will be used to pay for Sheriff’s deputy overtime for 
drug related activities in which they assist.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman 
Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously approved the 
FY2011 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program 
Application in the amount of $13,234.  
 
Item 3 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  
 
3A.  Approval of the Chairman's signature on Subgrantee Agreement 
No. 11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888300-01 between the Arizona Department of 
Homeland Security and the Gila County Division of Health & 
Emergency Services for a program award in the amount of $1,395.  

 
3B.  Approval of the Chairman's signature on Subgrantee Agreement 
No. 11-AZDOHS-HSGP-888300-02 for Arizona Department of Homeland 
Security Grant between the Arizona Department of Homeland Security 
and the Gila County Division of Health & Emergency Services for a 
program award in the amount of $112,028.  

 
3C.  Approval of Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. DE111073001 between 
the Arizona Department of Economic Security and the Gila County 
Division of Community Services, Community Action Program, whereby 
the Arizona Department of Economic Security will provide additional 
funding in the amount of $23,139 to the Community Action Program to 
continue providing case management services for the period July 1, 2011, 
through June 30, 2012.  The total cumulative reimbursement ceiling for 
this contract is $1,265,774.13, for the entire contract period of July 1, 
2010, through June 30, 2015.  

 
3D.  Approval of Amendment No. 2 to IGA Contract No. DE111093-001 
between Gila County d/b/a Gila Employment and Special Training, and 
the Arizona Department of Economic Security, Rehabilitation Services 
Administration, which will replace the existing Facility Location and 
Staffing Chart with the revised Facility and Staffing Chart dated 
September 20, 2011 to reflect the corrected address in Payson.  

 
3E.  Approval of Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. Gila 10100 between 
Gila County and Central Arizona Association of Governments to add 
certain paragraphs to the Contract as required by the U.S. Department of 
Labor.  

 



3F.  Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. A11PC00100 between 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County 
Juvenile Detention Center, to increase the total contract amount to 
$63,100 for payment coverage of continuing detention services.  

 
3G.  Approval of Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. A11PC00100 between 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County 
Juvenile Detention Center, to increase the contract amount by 
$12,300 for a total contract amount of $75,400 for payment coverage of 
continuing detention services.  

 
3H.  Authorization for the Gila County Division of Health & Emergency 
Services Division to accept foundation grant funds from the State Farm 
Foundation to administer the "Great 9-1-1 Adventure for Kids" pilot 
project in the amount of $2,500 for the period of January 1, 2012, to 
October 31, 2012.  

 
 3I.  Approval to adopt Resolution 11-11-02 naming a previously un-named 

road in Claypool, Arizona as Michael's Way.  (A copy of the Resolution is 
permanently on file in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 

 
3J.  Approval of an Agreement for Election Services between Gila County 
and the Town of Payson whereby the Gila County Recorder's Office will 
provide the Town with "Vote by Mail" election services on March 13, 
2012, and, if needed, on May 15, 2012.  

 
3K.  Approval to reappoint Ken Volz to the Gila County Personnel 
Commission for a new four-year term which will expire on December 31, 
2015.  

 
3L.  Approval to reappoint Forrest Switzer to the Northern Gila County 
Range Commission for a new three-year term beginning January 1, 2012, 
and ending December 31, 2014; and to acknowledge and approve the 
appointment of Otto Wheeten, which will expire December 31, 2013.  

 
3M.  Approval of the September 2011 monthly departmental activity 
report submitted by the Recorder's Office. 
 
3N.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of 
November 8, 2011, and November 15, 2011.  
 

 November 8, 2011 

$1,277,784.01 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 241272 
through 241452. 

 November 15, 2011 



$1,405,131.16 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 241411 
through 241552.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.)   

3O.  Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been 
approved by the County Manager for weeks ending October 28, 2011, and 
November 4, 2011.  
 
Copies of the contract reports are permanently on file in the Board of 
Supervisors’ Office. 
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the 
Board unanimously approved Consent Agenda Action items 3-A through 3-O. 
 
Item 4 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s jurisdiction. 
Board members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified 
on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-
431.01(G), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
directing staff to study the matter, responding to criticism, or scheduling 
the matter for further discussion and decision at a future date.  
 
There were no requests to speak from the public. 
 
Item 5 - At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events. No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member presented information on current events.   
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Martin adjourned the meeting at 11:14 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Tommie C. Martin, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  November 14, 2011 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN                                               JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON By: Marian Sheppard 
Vice-Chairman       Chief Deputy Clerk                                                 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR      Gila County Courthouse 
Member        Globe, Arizona 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Tommie C. Martin, Chairman (via ITV); Shirley L. Dawson, Vice-
Chairman; Michael A. Pastor, Member; Dale Hom, Assessor; Hazel Dillon, Chief 
Deputy Assessor; Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser; Gary Holloway, Property 
Appraiser III Lead (via ITV); Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and Pam 
Fisher, Supervisor’s Staff Specialist (via ITV). 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order 
 
Chairman Martin called the meeting to order at 9:28 a.m. this date in the 
Board of Supervisors hearing room.  She advised that the Board would only 
hear agenda items 2A, 2D and 2G as Larry Huffer, Chief Appraiser, was able to 
reach an agreement with each of the other petitioners prior to this hearing.  
The petitions that were discussed were based on the Assessor’s Notices of 
Change that were mailed out to property owners for tax year 2012. (A 
strikethrough has been made to the agenda items for all properties that were 
previously settled.) 
 
Item 2 – REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 
A.  9:20 A.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Dennis Bassi 
for Assessor’s tax parcel number 302-07-013. 
 
Chairman Martin called on Dennis Bassi, the petitioner, to present his case.  A 
summary is as follows:  The subject property is located in the community of 
Verde Glen.  The home was built in 1966 and it was purchased by Mr. Bassi in 
2005.  Mr. Bassi compared 8 other properties to his home, of which 6 of them 
are located on his street and the other 2 are within sight of his property.  The 
subject property has the second oldest home, except for one other home that 
was built in 1965.  The newest property was built in 2005.  Mr. Bassi looked at 
the improvements which have been made to the other properties and he noted 
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that several have multiple structures which further enhance the improvements.  
Mr. Bassi requested that his property valuation be reduced to at least $147.46 
per square foot due to the age and condition of comparable properties in his 
neighborhood, and the fact that his property is nearly the oldest property and 
one of the smallest.   
 
The hearing recessed for a few minutes at this time to allow those in the 
Payson office to receive a copy of Mr. Huffer’s handouts.  When the hearing 
reconvened, Vice-Chairman Dawson pointed out that the names and titles of 
those present at this hearing were not read into the record, so it was done at 
this time.   
 
Mr. Huffer referred to a spreadsheet entitled Assessor’s Analysis of Petitioner’s 
Comparables for Tax Year 2012. The valuations are based on RealWare 
assessment software calculations, and are based on a cost approach to value.  
He provided information on the following parcels:  302-07-013 (subject 
property); and 302-07-002; 302-07-003; 302-07-004; 302-07-007; 302-07-008; 
302-07-009 and 302-07-014 (comparable properties).  For each property, Mr. 
Huffer reviewed the following categories:  style – ranch style with 1 story or a 2 
story; value per square foot; type of wall framing; and the various add-ons for 
each property such as a garage, carport, porch, deck, guest house, etc.; floor 
covering allowance, and whether the structure had a type of heating and/or 
cooling system.  Mr. Bassi mentioned that there was no HVAC (heating, 
ventilation and air conditioning) adjustment for parcels 302-07-003 and 302-
07-004. Mr. Huffer acknowledged that calculation was omitted from the HVAC 
line item; however, he assured Mr. Bassi that it was not left out of the total 
calculation.  Mr. Huffer also advised that the value of parcel 302-07-007 is 
really not applicable because it has a “senior freeze” designation, meaning the 
homeowners meet certain age and income criteria, and as a result of that 
designation, the full cash value was frozen from a previous tax year.  Mr. 
Huffer advised that the Assessor’s Office and the appraisers both use the 
Marshall and Swift Handbook to determine replacement cost valuations. After 
comparing the Assessor’s comparable properties to the subject property, Mr. 
Bassi inquired as to the amount of consideration given to a property’s age.  Mr. 
Huffer replied that Mr. Bassi’s property has a depreciation factor of 27% for the 
property’s age and the comparable properties’ age depreciation factor ranged 
from 24% and 25% and one older property at 28%.  Mr. Huffer then reviewed 
the overall ratings of the properties with regard to the properties’ quality of 
construction.  Parcel 302-07-004 was ranked as a “fair” quality and the 
remaining properties were ranked as an “average” quality. Mr. Bassi requested 
the various categories for the rankings and an explanation as to the criteria for 
said rankings.  Mr. Huffer invited Mr. Bassi to the Payson Assessor’s Office at a 
future time so that he could view all of the calculations and worksheets for the 
comparable properties and Mr. Bassi accepted the invitation.  Mr. Bassi 
inquired as to the impact the add-ons have on a property’s value.  Mr. Huffer 
replied that the add-ons definitely added value to these properties along with a 
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lot of other variables.  The add-ons for Mr. Bassi’s property were valued at 
$15,437, which is for the finished attic of 576 square feet.   
 
Chairman Martin briefly recessed the meeting at 10:03 a.m. so that Mr. Huffer 
could receive some additional paperwork from the Payson Assessor’s Office.  
The meeting was reconvened at 10:14 a.m.   
 
An in-depth discussion took place at this time regarding the various add-ons 
and rankings for each property.  Mr. Bassi pointed out that the deck was left 
off the tax roll for parcel 302-07-009.  Mr. Huffer replied that for the yard 
improvements this property had another improvement that was listed 
separately, which could possibly be the decks, but that second improvement 
was later included in the valuation.  Chairman Martin pointed out that there 
would be a second printout for the deck; however, the value matched the 
spreadsheet.  Mr. Bassi questioned the method used to calculate his wood 
deck, which was answered by Mr. Huffer.  Mr. Bassi believes that the value 
given to his add-ons is too high.  Chairman Martin suggested having someone 
from the Assessor’s Office revisit the property and Mr. Huffer replied that last 
week 2 appraisers were sent out to look at all of these properties; not just to 
view the add-ons, but to verify all of the information.  In ending the 
conversation, Mr. Huffer replied, “We can recanvass (the properties), but we 
would have to do it at a later date.  As far as the value on the subject property, 
it appears it was done properly.”  Chairman Martin asked for a motion at this 
time.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, 
the Board unanimously voted to uphold the Assessor’s 2012 total full cash 
value of $125,394 for parcel number 302-07-013. 
 
B.  9:40 A.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Robert 
Bennett, Manager, of Covenant Interests-Investments, LLC for Assessor’s 
tax parcel number 301-31-040P.  
 
C.  10:00 A.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Beverley 
Trester for Assessor’s tax parcel number 301-08-129A. 
 
D.  10:20 A.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Henry and 
Irene Sanchez for Assessor’s tax parcel number 301-18-014. 
 
This case was heard on the record as the petitioners did not attend this 
hearing.  Mr. Huffer advised that the owners of this property were mailed a 
2012 Notice of Change card because the Arizona Legislature passed House Bill 
2001 and it was signed by the Governor changing the legal class of residential 
property that is not the primary residence of the owner.  This property was 
purchased in June 2011 for $75,500 as a foreclosure sale, and it was sold for 
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less than market value.  Mr. Huffer referred to a spreadsheet that he prepared 
for the subject property and the following comparable properties that are also 
located in Cool Pines:  301-18-262; 301-18-453; 301-18-263; 301-18-201; 
301-18-371; 301-18-405 and 301-18-120.  Mr. Huffer advised that he looked 
to see if there were any other foreclosures and he found a couple of others; one 
with just a garage.  There also was an unusual house that sold for $25,000.  
Mr. Huffer advised that the shape of that house probably had 25 sides and it 
was in very poor condition.  The full cash value placed on the subject property 
is $129,030 and he noted that the owners submitted a full cash value 
($100,000) on the Petition for Review of Notice of Change, which was higher 
than the purchase amount.  Mr. Huffer proceeded to review all of the 
comparable properties.  He stated, “If we look at the summary, the median sale 
price is $101.29 per square foot and $64.91 per square foot is the subject 
valuation.  These owners got an exceptional purchase.  We recommend that the 
value remain at $129,030.”  Chairman Martin asked for a motion at this time.  
Upon motion by Supervisor Pastor, seconded by Vice-Chairman Dawson, the 
Board unanimously voted to uphold the Assessor’s 2012 total full cash value of 
$129,030 for parcel number 301-18-014. 
 
E. 11:40 A.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Joyce Vacek on 
behalf of James and Joyce Vacek (1/2 interest) and Robert and Nancy 
Ellis (1/2 interest) for Assessor’s tax parcel number 303-30-042.  
 
F.  1:50 P.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Ralph 
Greenthal for Assessor’s tax parcel number 303-30-031.  
 

G.  2:10 P.M. - Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for 
review of Notice of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by AVS Tax, Inc. 
on behalf of Thomas and Brenda Tackman for Assessor’s tax parcel 
number 302-17-354D. 
 
At this time Vice-Chairman Dawson asked Mr. Huffer if he could call the 
petitioners or their representative at AVS Tax, Inc. to see whether anyone 
would be appearing in person at this hearing and, if not, if they would allow the 
Board of Equalization to hear the case before the scheduled time.  Chairman 
Martin recessed the meeting at 11:01 a.m. to allow Mr. Huffer time to make a 
phone call.  She reconvened the meeting at 11:38 a.m.   
 
Mr. Huffer advised that he spoke with a representative of AVS Tax, Inc. 
regarding this case.  He confirmed that no one would be attending the hearing 
and, on behalf of Mr. and Mrs. Tackman, permission was given to proceed with 
the hearing prior to the scheduled time of 2:10 p.m.   
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Mr. Huffer showed the location of the parcel on a map.  He stated that the 
parcel is .45 acres and that two parcels were combined into one parcel.  A 
Notice of Change was sent to these property owners because this property is a 
non-primary residence and is now classified differently due to the passage of 
House Bill 2001 in the Arizona Legislature and signed by the Governor.  He 
advised that the owners purchased this property along with 3 other parcels for 
a total of $176,000.  The owners believe the value of the subject property 
should be $97,217 instead of the Assessor’s valuation of $228,304.  Mr. Huffer 
compared 2 other comparable properties which are vacant lots; one sold for 
$30,000 and the other sold for $38,000.  Mr. Huffer stated that the Assessor’s 
opinion of value is the same amount given by a professional appraiser during 
the closing of the property.  During the phone call with Jill of AVS Tax, Inc. a 
few minutes before this hearing, Mr. Huffer advised her of the valuation and 
although she was at first not happy with the valuation of $176,000 for the 
subject property, she agreed to that amount.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman 
Dawson, seconded by Supervisor Pastor, the Board unanimously voted to 
uphold the Assessor’s 2012 total full cash value of $176,000 for parcel number 
302-17-354D. 
 
Chairman Martin thanked Mr. Huffer for working so diligently over the 
weekend to settle so many of these cases.    
 
H.  4:10 P.M. or earlier if Petitioner agrees - 
Information/Discussion/Action regarding a petition for review of Notice 
of Change for tax year 2012 submitted by Bernerd Doddroe for Assessor’s 
tax parcel number 304-22-002Y.  
 
 

There being no further business to come before the Board of Equalization, 
Chairman Martin adjourned the meeting at 11:43 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Tommie C. Martin, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
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